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SUPERIOR COURT OP THE STATE OP CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OP LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OP 
CALIFORNIA, 

Plaintiff, 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 
through 10, inclusive. 

f •' V. 

Defendants. 


No. 


C120153 


COMPLAINT FOR CONVERSION 
[CCP 3336], BREACH OP 
FIDUCIARY DUTY, IMPRESSION 
OP A CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST 
) AND DECLARATORY AND 

INJUNCTIVE RELIEF [CCP 1060*] 

t&im.'Hi-fi 


Plaintiff, CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OP CALIFORNIA, as a Con- 
plaint for Conversion, Breach of Fiduciary Duty, Impression of a 
Constructive Trust and Declaratory and Injunctive Relief, al¬ 
leges as follows: 

I. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

1. Plaintiff is Informed and believes and thereupon al¬ 
leges that Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG (hereafter, "Defendant 
Armstrong" or "Armstrong") is currently a resident of Orange 
County, California, and at various times herein mentioned has 
been a resident of Los Angeles and Riverside Counties. 
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2. Plaintiff la presently unaware of the true names and 
capacities of Defendants sued herein as DOES 1 through 10, 
Inclusive, and therefore sues these Defendants by such fictic- 
tlous names. Plaintiff will seek leave to amend this complaint 
to allege the true names and capacities of said "DOE" Defendants 

when the same are ascertained. Plaintiff is informed and be¬ 
lieves and thereupon alleges that each of these fictitiously 

named Defendants Is responsible in some manner for the occur¬ 
rences herein alleged, and that Plaintiff's damages as herein 
alleged were proximately caused by their conduct. 

3. Defendant Armstrong was a member of Scientology from 
February 1971 until, at least, December 1981, during which time 
period he was also a member of the Sea Organization, a fraternal 


organization of highly dedicated Scientologists who are routine¬ 


ly assigned to high level positions of reponslbillty within 
various Scientology organizations. Members of the Sea Organiza¬ 
tion often take special vows of confidentiality, as did 
Defendant Armstrong in 1979- 

4> At all times pertinent to this action. Defendant 
Armstrong was a staff member of the Church of Scientology of 
California, Plaintiff herein. Defendant Armstrong was not paid 
a wage for the performance of his duties as a staff member, but 

i 

rather he was allocated a weekly allowance, free board and lod- 
glng, transportation, uniforms, free Scientology Services and 
free tuition. Defendant Armstrong accepted this recompense and 
the opportunity to serve CSC voluntarily and without reservation. 

5. Plaintiff, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA (here¬ 
after, "Plaintiff or "CSC"), is a not for profit corporation 


f 

I 

i 


2 















organized and existing by virtue of the lavs of the State of 
California. It is a religious organization and is one of the 
worldwide Churches of Scientology. Its principal place of busi¬ 
ness is 4833 Fountain Ave., Los Angeles, California, located 
within the Central District of this Court. 

6 . Commencing in January 1980 and continuing thereafter 
through December, 1981, Defendant Armstong was responsible for a 
project which involved collecting, cataloguing, preserving, and 
otherwise maintaining information, artifacts and memorabilia 
concerning the religion of Scientology, its various organiza¬ 
tions. '--7 Plaintiff CSC, and the founder of the religion 
of Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard. As a part of his responsibili¬ 
ties, Defendant Armstrong was to locate any documents, informa¬ 
tion or artifacts pertaining to the early history of Dlanetlcs 
and Scientology and concerning Hr. Hubbard. Defendant Armstrong 

was authorized by PSC, at CSC expense, to travel to and inter- 

V 

view individuals with any knowledge about said history of Dlane¬ 
tlcs and Scientology or about Mr. Hubbard, his life, writings, 
expeditions, or any other matter pertaining to him. Defendant 
Armstrong was also authorized by CSC to negotiate for the pur- 
chase of any materials or artifacts that such individuals might 
possess. This entire area of activity by Defendant Armstrong 
was known as the "Archives Project" and is so referred to here- 
in. The Archives Project, at all times pertinent to this 
action, was located at 4633 Fountain Ave., Plaintiff's principal 
place of business. All materials contained in the Archives 
Prc * " ’ the personal property of Plaintiff CSC. 

7. One of the primary purposes of the Archives Project was 
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cnat of gathering and organising material for an authorised 
biography of the life of I. Ron Hubbard. In this respect, 
defendant Armstrong requested and Plaintiff CSC agreed that 
Armstrong vould be responsible for personally coordinating vlth 
the author who had been retained to write the biography, pro- 
vlding the author with any Information that he might require, j 

j 

and arranging for any Interviews or research that would be of 
assistance to said author. 

II. 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Conversion Pursuant to Civil Code 
Section 3336) 

8 . Plaintiff repeats and repleads each and every allega¬ 
tion contained in paragraphs 1 through 7, above, and incorpor¬ 
ates the same herein as though fully set forth hereat. 

9> At all times herein pertinent to this action, and in 
particular on or about January 1, 1980 and thereafter, Plaintiff 
was, and still is, the owner, and was, and still Is, entitled to 
possession of certain personal property, specifically: all docu¬ 
ments, manuscripts, memorandum, drafts, memorabilia, artifacts, 
photographs, video and audio tape recordings and audio record¬ 
ings of every kind that constitute the materials to be preserved 
and maintained by the Archives Project. 

10. On or about January 1, 1982, and at .Los Angeles, Cali¬ 
fornia, the above mentioned property had a value to be proved at 
time of trial. 

11. Plaintiff Is Informed and believes and thereupon al¬ 
leges that during the performance of his duties as the custodian 
for the Archives Project, and without authorisation from the 
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Plaintiff, Defendant Armstrong did wrongfully take and convert 
to his own use certain of the original materials contained in 
the Archives Project. Plaintiff is further Informed and be¬ 
lieves and thereupon alleges that Defendant Armstrong did take 
and convert to his own use xerographic and photographic paper 
and chemicals, and equipment and supplies belonging to Plaintiff 
CSC which Defendant Armstrong used to make copies, for his own 
use and purposes, of materials contained within the Archives 
Project. 

12. On or about May 26, 27 and June 21, 1982, after dis¬ 
covery rf the wrongful taking and conversion by Defendant Arm- 
strong, as aforesaid, Plaintiff made writen demand of Defendant 
Armstrong for the immediate return of its above-mentioned pro¬ 
perty but Defendant failed and refused, and continues to fail 
and refuse, to return the property to Plaintiff. True arid cor¬ 
rect copies of Plaintiff's written demands for return of the 
property are attached hereto and collectively designated as 
Exhibit A and made a part hereof. 

15* Between the time of Defendant Armstrong's conversion j 
of the above-mentioned property to his own use and the filing of 

i 

this action. Plaintiff has employed its staff in attempting to 
determine the extent that materials have been converted from the 
Archives Project and has further employed attorneys and lnvestl- 
gators to attempt to regain possession of its property, all to 
Plaintiff's further damage in an amount to be proved at time of 
trial. 


27 

28 


4. -•*->rementioned acts of Defendant Armstrong were 

intentional, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious, oppressive. 
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and were committed with the intent to defraud Plaintiff, and in 
reckless disregard of the rights of Plaintiff. Plaintiff is 
therefore entitled to recover exemplary and punitive damages in 
the amount of $50,000.00. 

III. 

SECOND CAUSE OP ACTION 
(Breach of Fiduciary Relationship) 

15* Plaintiff repeats and repleads each and every allega¬ 
tion contained in paragraphs 1 through 7, above, and incorpor¬ 
ates them herein as though fully set forth hereat. 

16. By reason of his solicitation and acceptance of the 
assignment as the custodian of the materials to be collected and 
maintained in the Archives Project, Defendant Armstrong became a 
fiduciary to Plaintiff and assumed duties required by lav of 
confidentiality, loyalty, and trust regarding the materials 
under his custody and control. As a fiduciary to Plaintiff, 
Defendant Armstrong also assumed a legal duty to safeguard the 
property of Plaintiff and to engage in no act detrimental to 
Plaintiff concerning either the use or value of the materials 
within his custody and control. 

17. As a fiduciary to Plaintiff, Defendant Armstrong also 
assumed a duty that he would not personally profit from his 
position of trust. As a part of his responsibilities as the 
custodian of the Archives Project, Defendant Armstrong vas to 
coordinate and liaise with the author who vas under contract to I 

• • I 

write an authorized biography of L. Ron Hubbard. Plaintiff is 
Informed and 'believes and thereupon alleges that Defendant Arm¬ 
strong accepted a position as a director on the Board of Dlrec- 
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tors oi' v..-.a . 0 . 1 -Pi lot Putllshing Co., which Plaintiff is inform¬ 
ed end % '.3ve8 is owned by the author who is under contract to 

wri-c th /ubject biography. Defendant Armstrong thereby incur¬ 
red a conflict of interest with Plaintiff which constitutes a 
material breach of Defendant’s duty to Plaintiff of trust and 
loyalty. 

18. On numerous occasions, and as recently as on or about 
March 18, 1977, Defendant Armstrong has executed non-disclosure 
and confidentiality bonds. A true and correct copy of one of 
such bonds is attached hereto and identified as Exhibit B. By 
virtue of his membership in the Sea Organization, Defendant 
Armstrong assumed a fiduciary relationship with Plaintiff, which 
includes a duty to maintain confidentiality concerning his work 
within the Church of Scientology of California. Plaintiff is 
informed and believes and thereupon alleges that Defendant Arm- 
strong has intentionally and without- legal excuse breached his 
duty of confidentiality by disclosing confidential information < 
to unauthorized persons. 

19* Plaintiff is Informed and believes and thereupon al¬ 
leges that Defendant Armstrong has on numerous occasions breach¬ 
ed his duty of confidentiality by disclosing to unauthorized 
persons information that he obtained in the course and scope of 
his responsibility as the custodian of the Archive Project. 
Plaintiff is without knowledge of the extent of material and 
information that has been disclosed by Defendant Armstrong but 
alleges that the piecemeal dissemination of information by him 
has been injurious to its reputation and has caused and is 
causing a diminution in the value of the materials in the Ar- 
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chives Project in an amount to be proved at time of trial. 
Plaintiff is further informed and believes and thereupon alleges 
that by reason of Defendant Armstrong's disclosure of such 
information, the above referenced authorised biography will not 
be written or published pursuant to the terms of the contract 
entered into with the above referenced author. Plaintiff has 
therefore been additionally damaged in an amount to be proved at 
time of trial. 

20. On or about May 26, 27 and June 21, 1982, Plaintiff 
demanded that Defendant Armstrong cease his unauthorized disclo¬ 
sure of confidential information but Defendant has failed and 
refused, and continues to fall and refuse, to discontinue his 
unauthorized disclosures. 

21. Between the time of Defendant's unauthorized disclo¬ 
sure of confidential information and the time of filing of this 

I 

action, Plaintiff has been required to employ its staff in 
attempting to recompile the material necessary to write and 
publish an authorized biography of L. Ron Hubbard and has been 
required to employ the services of attorneys in an attempt to 
terminate the unauthorized disclosures by Defendant Armstrong, 
all to Plaintiff's further damage in an amount to be proved at 
time of trial. 

22. The aforementioned acts of Defendant Armstrong were 
intentional, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious, oppressive, 
and were committed with the Intent to defraud Plaintiff, and in 
reckless disregard of the rights of Plaintiff. Plaintiff is 
therefore entitled to recover exemplary and punitive damages in 
the amount of $50,000.00. 
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THIRD CAUSE 0/ /CTI05 
(To Impress a Constructive ^rust) 

23. Plaintiff repeats and repleads each and every allega¬ 
tion contained in paragraphs t through 7 and 15 through 22, 

a 

above, and Incorporates them by reference as though fully set 

t 

forth hereat. ! 

24. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereupon al¬ 
leges that Defendants, and each of them, acting in concert, 
intend to use the converted property for their own benefit and 

prof* -1 ' ?-of the conversion of Plaintiff's property and 

the breach of fiduciary duty by Defendant Armstrong as herein 
alleged and because Defendants; and each of them, by this con¬ 
duct have been and will be unjustly enriched at Plaintiff's 
expense, a constructive trust should be Impressed upon the 
property of Plaintiff which is now being held by Defendants, and 
Defendant Armstrong should be named as trustee on behalf of 
Plaintiff. By the terms of said constructive trust, Defendants, 
and each of them, should be required to keep safe and maintain 
the said property of Plaintiff and any profits that Defendants, 
and each of them, acquire therefrom, for the benefit of Plain¬ 
tiff, and to refrain from any and all disclosures of confiden¬ 
tial information that has been obtained by Defendants, and each 

* 

of them, concerning Plaintiff or its property. 
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VI. 

REQUEST FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
(Pursuant to CCP Section 1060) 

25* Plaintiff repeats and repleads each and every allega¬ 
tion contained In paragraphs 1 through 7 and 15 through 22, 
above, and incorporates them herein as though fully set forth 
hereat. 

26. An actual controversy has arisen and now exists be¬ 
tween Plaintiff and Defendant Armstrong concerning their respec¬ 
tive rights and duties in that Plaintiff contends that Defendant 
Armstrong owed to it the duties of a fiduciary and further con¬ 
tends that these duties have been breached as above set forth. 

27. Plaintiff desires a judicial .determination of its 

ay**’# 

rights and dutiee^a&4*^>fcr^epj£ac£jaflation as to the rights, 
duties anjT obligations of Defendant Armstrong in regard to the 
desslmlnatlon of information that was formerly within his custo¬ 
dy and control, and to whether a constructive trust shall be 
impressed upon any property of Plaintiff now being held by said 
Defendant or those acting in concert with him. 

28. A judicial declaration is necessary and appropriate at 
this time under the circumstances in order that Plaintiff may 
ascertain its rights and duties in regard to the subject mater¬ 
ials and their desslmlnatlon. 

27. Unless preliminarily and permanently enjoined by this 
Court, Defendant will continue his unauthorised dissemination of 
confidential information and there exists no adequate remedy at 
lav. The information is unique in character and damages, as a 

III 
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r of lav> cannot adequately compensate Plaintiff for the 
horieed dessiminatlon of said information. 

VII. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 
judgment as follows: 

1. For the first cause of action, general and special 
ages according to proof at time of trial. 

2. For the first cause of action, an order of the Court 
dating return of Plaintiff's property. 

for the second cause of action, general and special' 
ages according to proof at time of trial. 

4. For the second cause of action, a temporary restrain- 
order and -a preliminary and, permanent injunction prohibiting i 
fendant from disseminating confidential information gained by 
eason of Defendant's employment and position of trust to any 
person or entity other than those expressly authorised by Plain¬ 
tiff. 

5« For the first and second causes of action, punitive 
and exemplary damages in the amount of $50,000.00 per cause of 
action. 

6. For the Impression of a constructive trust upon any 
property of Plaintiff now being held by Defendants, and each of 
them. 

7> For a declaration that the materials encompassed in 
the Archives Project are the property of the CHURCH OF SCIENTO- 
L05. . .NIA and that said materials shall be desslml- 

nated, copied and made available to members of the public only 
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vlth the prior express authorisation of said CHURCH uP SCIENTO¬ 
LOGY OP CALIFORNIA. 

8. For each cause of action, reasonable attorneys' fees 
and costs and such other and further relief as the court aay 
deem just and proper. * 

Dated 

By; 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 


GREY AND KOHLVECK 
Attorneys At Lav 
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26 May 1962 



Mr. f ’t»r 17 Armstrong 



■ 
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Ivnr Mr. Armstrong* 

Please be advised that I represent the Church of _ 

Scientology. It has cone to our attention recently 
♦hot you currently have in yo-ur rossrssicn certain 
pictures, documents, and written rat*.rials that 

you obtained while employed by the Church; - 

.. . • j .* . - • ' f ' ■ - •-* * “ 

Tt h»d teen made perfectly clear to you a’.arirg your 
eamloyrttnt that the material use the property of the 
Church of Scientology and that neither you nor anyone 
outaide the Church had a ay right to see or use the 
material without the express witter, consent of the 
''hurch. This consent was not given tc you. 

*f vru do not immediately return the material and 
rofrain fror. disseminating it in any rannerj I ha~e been 
instructed to pursue all legal remedies tc ensure that you return 



EXHIBIT A-l 
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TONNin AT LAW 
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Mr. Gerry Armstrong 


2 


26 Msy 1?32 


it, that you Vo ordered not to disseminate it and that 
you be held liable In dA rrpot* for the conversion and 
all r suiting da-vges for its improper and'unauthorized 
use. 


Very truly yours, 





s&.O* 



John G. Peterson 


JlPtJn 
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!>. Oerry Armstrong 
c/o John C'. nr ten 
656 Center 

Costa .-esa, CA 92626 


. .•* ... 




Dear **r. kirr.** r*rjt 


■h 


I hove also beer, informed by ay client that you have additional - 
photogrerhs, transparencies and documentation acquired by you — ' , 
concerning LHH or the Church whila in the employ of tty client 
that you have previously failed to .'turn over to ey client Who ^ 
is the rightful owner o t asrife, and that are presently in your 
coaeeasion. f 1 

Dcnand is hereby made for Immediate delivery of those afore- 
ir.enticr.ed material* from you to ny client on or before i hursday, 
June 3, 1982, at the offices of Trabish & Peterson, 1676 Admiralty 
V.'ay, Karina Del Rev, California* Failure to deliver same at 
hereby demanded will result in the immediate enforcement of 
any and all rights and remedies available to ny client through 
the Judicial system* 

Very truly yours. 


•r-.: 
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John 0* Peterson 
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NONDlwl . AND RELEASE 
BOND 


Knoy^^l Hen by These^- ^reseats, that .. jh/l^iQ. 

^cH^C/X^s. (herinafter ballad "the 

Obligor"), la held and firmly bound to'the Church of 
Scientology of California (hereinafter called "the Church")* 
a corporation Its principal place of business being Clear* . 
water, Florida, in the sum of Ten Thousand Dollars (#10,000.00), 

> ar- r* : * 

to be paid to the said Church, its exeCut^rs, administrators, 
or assigns, as liquidated damages and not as a penalty, for 
the payment of which sum, well and truly to be made, the 
Obligor hereby binde himself, his heirs, executors, adminis- . 

trators and assigns firmly by these presents. 

• • ■* , 

« •' - . 

WHEREAS the Church has hirad or otherwise employed said 
Obligors 

e* - 

AND WHEREAS, Obligor is employed by the Church and is 
receiving the services and ministrations of the Church} 

% 

AND WHEREAS, Obligor wishes to remain in the eervloee 

h 

of the Church and wishes to continue receiving compensation 
for work rendered by him/her in service of the Churchj 


MOW THEREFORE the above written obligation is con¬ 
ditioned to "be void in case the Obligor shall hereafter 


J 












well and truly agree that he/she will never dieoloet'&ny 
information, data* or Knowledge he/she'has or will learn 
about: the organization of the Church, or any of the Church'e 
affiliated Churches, Mission, or Organizations, including 
but not limited to their internal structures, functions or 
activities, and certain information which may be orally 
imparted to the Obligor in‘the course of his/her having been 
or being a staff member of the Church* The Obligor recog* 
nizes that any information or knowledge gathered is done so 
in a relationship of trust and confidence* The Obligor 
recognizes that 'he/she will have a fiduciary duty to the 

Church not to reveal any information of any nature which 

# 

might tend to harm, malign, damage, or injure or adversely 

affect the Church in any of its Activities or conduct* 

• • 

• • 

Inasmuch as the actual damages, which would result from 
a breach of the Obligor of his/her duties under this agree¬ 
ment, are uncertain and would be impractical or extremely 
difficult to fix, the Obligor promises to .pay to the Church 
the above mentioned sum of $10,000.00, for each such breach. 


In the event any provision hereof shall be illegal or 

• • 

« • #• 

unenforcible, then, and in any such event, the same shall 

not affect the validity of the remaining portion and pro¬ 
visions hereof. 





X • 
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.'-•••I* 


m 


Signed -and sealed this /?!* day of t£J3lL£JL • 

jzi_- • v. 


sr 


Duly authorized ager.t for the Church 


Y.: 



Subscribed and sworn to before * 
me thi. /j^Say of 
19 */?. 



Notary Public 


i - 


f ->• 
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VEHIPICA--..JV 


I, Allen Kubbert, declare* 

I an an officer, to wit* President of the Church 
of Scientology of California, a corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of California, which Is the plaintiff 
In the above-entitled action, and I have been authorized to 
nahe this verification on its behalf. ’ 

I have read the foregoing conplalnt and know the 
contents thereof. 

I inforned and believe that the matters stated 
therein are true and on that ground I allege that the natters 
stated therein are true. 

Executed on August 2, 1932, at Los Angeles, 
California. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the 
foregoing is true and correct. 


ALLS., KU33SAT, PRESIDED 0? 

THE CHURCH OF SCI2UTGL0GY 
OF CALIFORNIA 
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ORET AND IDHLWECK 
Attorney* at Law 
1821 Wilafeire Boulevard 
Suite 210 

Santa Monica, CA 90403 
(213) 820-4676 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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SUPERIOR COURT OP THE STATE OP CALIPORNIA 
COUNTY OP LOS ANGELES 
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CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OP 
CALIPORNIA, INC., a 
California corporation. 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, and 
DOES 1 through 10, 
Inclusive, 

Defendants. 


) 


No. 

APPLICATION FOR AN 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
RE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
AND TEMPORARY RESTRAINING 
ORDER; ATTACHED DECLAR¬ 
ATIONS AND EXHIBITS 


COMES NOW THE PLAINTIPP, CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OP 
CALIPORNIA, who, through its undersigned counsel of record, 
respectfully requests this honorable Court to issue an Order To 
Show Cause Re: Preliminary Injunction and for a Temporary 
Restraining Order. 

Said request is based upon the pleadings currently on 
file, the attached declarations of Carl E. Eoblweck and Ann 
Lenarclc, and argument to be made at tlae of hearing. 

Ill 

III 
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DECLARATION OF CARL B. KOHLWBCK 

I, CARL E. KOHLWECK, declare: 

1. I am an attorney at law duly licensed to practice 
before this honorable Court and before all courts of the State 
of California. I sun one of the attorneys of record In the 
within action. 

2. This declaration is offered in support of plaintiff's 
application for a temporary restraining order and for an order 
to show cause re: issuance of a preliminary injunction. I sun 
competent to testify to the facts set forth herein and would so 
testify if called sls a witness. 

3* On or about July 22, 1982, Defendant Gerald David 
Armstrong executed sin affidavit which was subsequently filed in 
an action entitled LaVenda Van Schaick v. Church of Scientology 
of California, et al.. United States District Court for the 
District of Massachusetts, Civil Action No. 79-2491-G. A true 
and correct copy of said SLffidavit is attached hereto and iden¬ 
tified su3 Exhibit A. In paragraph 3 of said affidavit, Mr. 
Armstrong describes, in general terms, certain duties that he 
undertook to perform on behalf of the Church of Scientology of 
California (hereafter, "CSC"). These duties are referred to in 
the complaint previously filed herein as "the custodian of the 
Archives Project." Also contained within said paragraph 3 of 
Exhibit A is certain language that Mr. Armstrong proffers as a 
verbatim quote of L. Ron Hubbard, the founder of the religion of 
Scientology. 

4. The quotation referred to in paragraph 3, above, 
purports to be a letter written by Mr. Hubbard in early 1953* 
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f^ggg fl taff has bean unable to locate a copy of such a communlca- 
m lon In the Archives Project. While It Is possible that the 
original of this letter Is misplaced vlthln the files of the 

: 'iv ; 

■Archives Project, the verbatim quotation of the material demon- 
fatrates that Mr. Armstrong has, at least, removed and copied 
aateriala from the Archives Project. 

5 . Exhibit A speaks for itself as far as the type of 
dissemination of information being made by Mr. Armstrong. The 
invective directed towards Mr. Hubbard demonstrates the reason 
that problems have developed in the writing and publishing of 
the authorized biography of Mr. Hubbard, as alleged in the 
complaint on file herein. Exhibit A also demonstrates the 

necessity for injunctive relief. Mr. Armstrong's affidavit 
states a series of credentials which impress the uninformed with 

the apparent authenticity of his conclusions. It is these sorts 
of statements and disclosures that make injunctive relief uni¬ 
quely necessary in this action; monetary damages cannot fully 
compensate the harm that will be done. 

6 . On June 25, 1982, Mr. Armstrong executed another 
affidavit. Said affidavit was subsequently filed in an action 
styled Tonja Burden v. Church of Scientology of California , 
United States District Court, Middle District of Florida, Tampa 
Division, Case No. 80-501-Civ-T-K (hereafter referred to as 
Exhibit B). Like Exhibit A, Exhibit B sets forth Mr. 

Armstrong's personal animosity for L. Ron Hubbard and CSC. At 
paragraph 8 he states his responsibilities as the custodian of 
the Archives Project and delineates the various types of 
documents and materials to which he had access. The amount of 
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Retail contained In this paragraph Illustrates that he was not 
working from memory at the time that he wrote Exhibit B, but was 
rather working from either source documents, copies of source 
documents, or altered documents. 

7. Until very recently, the same attorney was responsible 
for prosecuting each of the two actions in which Armstrong 
affidavits have been filed, Michael J. Flynn of Boston, Massa- 
chusetts. During May, 1982, Mr. Flynn conducted public hear¬ 
ings on behalf of the City Commission in Clearwater, Florida. 
Those hearings are a matter of continuing controversey in that 
Mr. Flynn personally selected each person who testified and CSC, 
through its attorneys, was not allowed the opportunity to cross- 
examine any of those testifying. 

8 . On Friday, July 30, 1982, the deposition of Kevin 
Flynn, the brother of Michael Flynn was taken in Los Angeles. 
During his deposition, Mr. Flynn stated that although he had not 
met personally with Mr. Armstrong, Mr. Armstrong has been physi¬ 
cally present in the Flynn law offices in Boston to assist the 
attorneys in that office. 

9* On April 15, 1982, CSC filed a counterclaim in United 
States District Court, Central District of California, against 
Michael J. Flynn and certain members of his staff. A true and 
correct copy of said counterclaim is attached hereto and 
identified as Exhibit C. Said counterclaim seeks injunctive 
relief and the gravamen of the complaint is abuse of process 
because of the solicitation and distribution of "turn-key" 
litigation. 

10. On April 2, 1980, the Superior Court of Suffolk 
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County, Massachusetts, granted CSC injunctive relief, 
commanding Michael J. Flynn and his clients to return certain 
materials, publications and documents that had been stolen from 
the Church of Scientology and further prohibiting them from 
making copies, disseminating information contained therein or 
destroying any of said materials. A true and correct copy of 
said order is attached hereto and identified as Exhibit D. 

11. On May 18 through May 20, 1982, this declarant took 
the deposition of Larry Dominic Wollershelm in his pending 
action against CSC. During his deposition, Mr. Wollersheim 
stated that any information that is gained by any litigant 
against CSC or anyone disaffected from Scientology is collected, 
correlated and catalogued in Las Vegas, Nevada and kept in the 
custody and control of one Edward Walters, a/k/a Eddie Walters. 
The purpose of this information collection is so that it may be 
readily available for anyone who wishes to attack Scientology. 

12. On June 3, 1982, this declarant took the deposition of 
Eddie Walters. During his deposition he expressed his pleasure 
in the Clearwater hearings, referenced above at paragraph 7« 

Mr. Walters was the first person to testify at the hearing and 
his testimony lasted approximately one and one half days. He 
felt that the media attention was particularly helpful to those 
attacking Scientology. During his deposition Mr. Walters stated 
that he believed that it would be a good idea if the City of Las 
Vegas were to stage a public inquiry similar to the one that took 
place in Clearwater, Florida. 

13» It is the fear of Plaintiff CSC that the information 
in Mr. Armstrong^ possession will be forwarded to the above- 
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described persons and vlll thereafter be systematically dis¬ 
seminated in a fragmented, piecemeal fashion in order to cause 
the greatest damage to CSC, its membership and to the reputation 
of its founder. 

I certify that attached Exhibit E is a true and correct 
copy of a letter that I caused to be personally served upon 
Gerald Armstrong at % • am o'clock, August 3» 1982, 
notifying him that Plaintiff CSC would bring before this 
honorable Court its application for a temporary restraining 
order and order to show cause re: preliminary injunction at 1:30 
pm, August 3> 1982, or as soon thereafter as counsel might be 
heard. 

I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth above, 
except as to those facts stated on information and belief, and 
as to those I believe them to be true. 

Executed this 3rd day of August, 1982 at Santa Monica, 
California. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the forgoing is 
true and correct. . I 

/jk/ £ 

CAM, E. KOELVECX- 
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Uk VENDA VAN SCHAICK, 
Plaintiff 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE 

DISTRICT OF MASSACHUSETTS 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al. 

Defendants 


CIVIL ACTION 
NO. 79-2491-G 


AFFIDAVIT OF GERRY ARMSTONG 


I, Gerry Armstrong, hereby swear under the pains and 
penalties of perjury as follows: 

1 ) I have personal knowledge of the following facts: 

2) I was a member of the Sea Organization of 
Scientology from February 1971 to December 1981, during which 
time I held many positions and was in many locations where I 
directly observed L. Ron Hubbard and other Scientology 
executives. At no time did I ever get the impression that 
Mr. Hubbard or any other senior executive considered that 
Scientology is a religion. My own understanding, held throughout 
all the time I spent in Scientology, and the policy expressed 
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tiy other Sea Org members warn that Scientology operated 

■ f * 

tally at a business, and its efforts to be recognized as a 
fg 9 ligi°n* were only to evade taxation and government 

regulations. 


m 


3) In January 1980, I was assigned to a project to 
collect materials about L. Ron Hubbard for the purpose of 
providing documentation for a biography to be written by 
Omar V. Garrison. During the following two years I read 
several thousand pages of documentation, much of it written by 
dr. Hubbard himself. Never before had anyone within 
Scientlogy ever had all this information assembled in one 
place or had the opportunity to view and assimilate the whole 
truth about L. Ron Hubbard. From these documents and other 
sources I learned that Mr. Hubbard had continually 
misrepesented himself and had lied about his past, his 
accomplishments and credentials. I learned also from the 
documents I collected that Mr. Hubbard had lied about, how and 
why Scientology had been established as a "religion". In a 
despatch he wrote in early 1980 to the people in charge of the 
projects he had ordered to remedy his legal problems with the 
IRS and various damage claim cases, he stated that the 
creation of Scientology as a "religion" was not his idea but 
had come about when the membership of Scientology in the early 
1950's, unbeknownst to him, had voted to form a "church”. I 
personally saw and read that despatch. Mr. Hubbard's 
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gfcatement it a lie. In a letter to the head of Scientology in 
the OS in early 1953, Mr. Hubbard stated t 

"We don't want a clinic. Me want one in 
operation but not in nane. Perhaps we could call 
it a Spiritual Guidance Center. Think op its 
name, will you. And we could put in nice desks 
and our boys in neat blue with diplomas on the 
walls and 1. knock psychotherapy into history and 
2 . make enough money to shine up my operating 
scope and 3. keep the HAS solvent. It is a 
problem in practical business. 

"I await your reaction on the religion 
angle. In my opinion, we couldn't get worse 
public opinion than we have had or have less 
customers with what we've got to sell. A 
religious charter would be necessary in 
Pennsylvania or NJ to make it stick. But I sure 
could make it stick. We're treating the present 
time beingness, psychotherapy treats the past and 
the brain. And brother, that's religion, not 
mental science." 

I found a great deal of similar evidence in the materials I 
assembled before I left Scientology. Mr. Hubbard's life has 
been a continuing pattern, since the early 1940's, of 
fraudulent business practices, tax evasion, flight from 
creditors and those seeking recompense, and then going into 


10 








A 30 

Iln9« outside the reach of wronged individuals and legal 

# 

irisdictions. In short, it is the life of a con nan. 


•fey 




4) In early 1980 I was also assigned to a Mission, 
the purpose of which was to work out legal strategies, and get 
them implemented, which would allow Hr. Hubbard to still 
control all of Scientology via his Commodore's Messenger 
Organization while being shielded from any lawsuits or legal 
invlveroents and responsibilities. One of the main problems 
which had to be resolved by this mission, and one of the 
arguments used in various court cases as proof that 
Scientology was not a religion, was the fact that Scientlogy 
was set up so that funds inured to the benefit of L. Ron 
Hubbard. For years Mr. Hubbard had had his legal 
representatives claim that he was not paid by Scientology, 
other than a $35,000.00 annual consultant's fee, and royalties 
from sales of his books. Another claim was that he did not 
control Scientology monies. The fact is he had absolute 
control of all Scientology accounts. As late as 1980 I saw a 
despatch from him in which he ordered that unlimited 
Scientology funds were approved for a project to get him a 
Nobel Prize. Another fact is tht he received millions of 
Scientology dollars directly from a foreign corporation called 
Religious Research Foundation. Payments for auditing or 
courses at Flag by non-OS Scientologists went into RRF 
accounts which Mr.. Hubbard controlled absolutely and used 
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5 ) I learned through my study of the documentation I 
lembled# and from more than ten years of observation of 
Bubbard and the Scientology movement, that Nr. Hubbard has 
ruelly deceived his followers to the point where they will 
iemselves lie and attempt to deceive others about the truth 
:erning him and Scientology. Scientology spokesmen and 
fitnesses have stated that Nr. Bubbard doesn't control the 
'organizations. The fact is he has absolute control, including 
financial control, and Scientologists know it. Between 1978 
and 1980 I participated, along with at least 250 other 
Scientologists, in several massive operations to destroy or 
hide the evidences of Nr. Hubbard's control. Scientology 
spokesmen and witnesses have claimed that throughout 1980 and 
1981 Hr. Bubbard could not be reached through the 
organization, or that, organization executives did not know 
where he was. The fact is, the most senior executives were in 
continual communication with him throughout this period. 
Scientology spokesmen and witnesses have gone to great lengths 
to •prove" that Scientology is a valid religion, while knowing 
that it was simply a behavior therapy masquerading as a 
"church", and making a mockery of actual honest religious 
practices. In 1980, Watchdog Committee, the senior CMO body, 
responsible only to Hr. Hubbard and senior to every 
Scientology organization, ordered that every Sea Org member 
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gf Ip* to complete th« Minister's Court# In two we«ks or they 
t would b« assigned to the RPF. The reason given was to wake 

pl§f every Sea Org member a "sinister of the church of Scientology" 
end to avoid the US Selective Service draft then pending. 
What most Scientologists# and especially 6ea Org aeabers# 
don't know is that Mr. Hubbard had duped thea. My knowledge 



based on documentation and observation# is that the aajor 
reason for Mr. Hubbard’s calling Scientology a "religion", in 
addition to tax evasion# is to hide behind Constitutional 
guarantees for religions and so carry out his scheme of mind 
control to keep his followers duped. He has systematically 
and knowingly lied to and defrauded his followers# ke them 
from finding out the truth or becoming free with ct i and 
bizarre treatment# as for example with the RPF# and kept them 
economically and mentally suppressed# while he made millions 
of dollars from their labor. 


6) I am personally aware that Mr. Hubbard's policy of 


Fair Game is still a practice of Scientology. Since I left 
the organization with my wife in December 1981# I have been 
declared an enemy# and I believe my life and my wife's life# 
are in danger. 


Signed under the pains and penalties of perjury this 


22nd day of July# 1982 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MI DDL* DISTRICT OP FLORIDA A * £4 
TAMPA DIVISION 


•• 


BURDKN, 




d 


Plaintiff 


JRCH OP SCIENTOLOQT 
CALIFORNIA, 

Defendants 


CASE NO. 80-501-Civ-T-X 


AFFIDAVIT OF GERRY ARMSTRONG 

I, Gerry Armstrong, hereby swear under the pains 
and penalties of perjury as follows * 


facts: 


1) I have personal knowledge of the following 


. •«. 


2) Tonja Burden served ss s messenger for 
L. Ren Hubbard on board*the Apollo, and later in Dunedin, 
Florida. While on the Apollo and in Dunedin Mu. Burden 
was not provided with any education similar to a high 
school curriculum. She was required to work long hours 
every day of the week with one day off scheduled, but not 

necessarily allowed, every two weeks. Ms. Burden's work 

* 

was mostly directly for L. Ron Hubbard, and his organisation 
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ftiurch of Scientology, which 1 personally observed 
totally dominate and control, both on the Apollo 
u p to the tine he left Hemet, California in February 
Kerch of 1980, 


3) After Mr. Hubbard left Dunedin, Florida 
in March 1976 Tonja Burden was my junior in the LRH 
External Communications office in Dunedin. Z personally 
observed Ms. Burden working long hours dally in the LEC 
office, much of which work consisted of coding and de¬ 
coding telexes for the Guardian’s Office, L. Hon Hubbard 
and the C.M.O. I observed that Ms. Burden was under . 


* sr 


considerable"pressure and was emotionally upset a great 
deal of the time. 

. s • . 

a • ••. 

4) I personally observed Tonja Burden being' 

placed In the Rehabilitation Project Force In Clearwater, 
Florida in 1977, as 1 was the senior in charge*of the 
RPF during that time. While in Florida, Z am personally 
aware that Ms. Burden was not provided any high school 
educational opportunities, and in fact I am aware that 

•* 

other minors in Clearwater between November 1975 and 

m • 
m 

December 1977, when Ms. Burden left, did not receive 

’ * s 

normal educational opportunities, lived for the most 
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part in grossly overcrowded, and therefore illegal, 

• • 

living conditions, and that many steps and measures 

were taken to conceal from City authorities the fact 

that minimal living standards were not being met by the 

Church of Scientology. I personally observed people 

in the RPF sleeping on^floors, in storage rooms, in 

the boiler room, and in other sub-human conditions, 

including Tonja Burden. 1 personally participated in 

several actions to cover up the fact that many RPF 

members were sleeping in the garage of the Fort Harrison 

Hotel, and that upwards of fifty RPF members were 

sleeping In an unventilated storage .room* The "RPF was 

greeted by"fir. Hubbard in 1974 on the Apollo, and I 

became personally convinced from years of close observation 

of the RPF that it was used by Hr.- Hubbard and others 

• • 
to degrade people and break their spirit. 


5) When Tonja Burden attempted to leave the 
organization in November - December 1977, I was sent 
together with my wife at the time, Terri Armstrong, now 
Terri Camboa, to pick up Ms. Burden in Las Vegas, Nevada, 
and take her to Los Angeles, California to be security 
checked'On a meter and to obtain her signature on various 
documents. Including releases and waivers which Hr. 
Hubbard and the organization required. 


(-3-) 
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& ' 6) In Scientology, formal education It 

\ ( constantly discouraged. From Hubbard down, on all levels 
U of comstand, minors and others both on the ship and in 
$ Florida were continually discouraged from pursuing normal 
educational channels, and educational opportunities were 
specifically not made available. The averments of my 
former wife, Terri Armstrong Gamboa, on this claim that 
educational opportunities were available and encouraged 
by the seniors in the CMO are absolute fabrications. 

Everyone in Scientology knows that traditional educational- 
requirements are abhorred by Mr. Hubbard and the organisation 

and not made available. Also traditional f qrpf ftf r**^?*!- 

«• • - 1 1 " 

’and “dental care were discouraged and made difficult to 
obtain. • • 


7) Between February 1971 and September 1975; 
between December 1975 and June 1976, between January 1978 
and September 1978, and between April 1979 and March 1980 
1 held positions in Scientology where I was often in 
personal contact with L. Ron Hubbard and where X eoyld. 
personally observe him direct and control Scientology, v 
throughout the world. From January 1978 to February. 1$&0. 

at Mr. Hubbard’s and the*CMO v s headquarters in-la Quinta, 

• * m 

California and Gilman Hotsprings, California, X several 

* • • • 

times observed and participated in massive operations 


H-> 
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| involving hundreds of people where ell pipers at Chest 
I locations were gone through and any which showed Hr. Hubbard's 
direct control of Scientology or financial control of 
Scientology monies or accounts were shredded, hidden off 
the properties, or buried. Statements by Sclentoiogy 
officers, Guardian'suffice personnel or CMO members that 
Hr. Hubbard did not control absolutely every Scientology 
organization internationally are false. 

i 

8) In January 1980 I was assigned a special 
project to collect information about L. Ron Hubbard for 

the purpose of a biography Which O mar V. G arrison.yea—--- 

.later-hired to vrTte. During 1980 and 1981 I acquired 

• • 

considerable information about the background of Mr. Hubbard. 

I saw thousands of documents, many In Mr. Hubbard's hand- 

‘ • * 

writing, concerning his medical history, his military 

\ ’ « 

history, his academic background, and relating to other 

areas of his life. From these documents and from various 
other sources of information, I learned that Mr. Hubbard's 
academic background, military background, professional 
background, and several other areas of his personal history, 
have been uniformly misrepresented by both him and the * t 
Church of Scientology. Mr.*Hubbard has claimed to have 
s degree in Engineering! in fact he flunked out of his 
second year of Engineering school and never graduated. 
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Hr. Hubbard claimed to be an Atomic Physicisti in 
fact he took one semester in Molecular Phenomena In Ms 
•econd year at university and received a mark of "F". 

Hr. Hubbard claimed to.have a Doctor of Philosophy degreei .. 
in- fact he had someone arrange the "degree" for him from 
a diploma mill. Mr. Hubbard claimed to have been awarded 
twenty-one medals and palms in the Second World War including 
the Purple Hearti in fact he was awarded five medals and 
no Purple Heart. Mr. Hubbard claimed to have been crippled 
and blinded in the wart in fact he was never crippled, nor 
blinded. Mr. Hubbard claimed to have commanded a squadron 
of corvettes during the Second World Wart in fact he 
was removed and demoted from the two vessels he did 


command during the war. He has claimed to have done the 
first mineraloglcal survey of Puerto-Rico i in fact ]be 
never did such a survey. He claimed to have written^the * * 

screen play for several Hollywood major films including 

"The Plainsman" and *'Dive Bomber"i in fact he worked on 

• • 

one serial, and neither of these mentioned films. Mr. 

Hubbard claimed that he did extensive scientific research 
involving hundreds of cases in his development of Qlanetlct 
between 1946 end 1950 when he published "Dleneties the 
Modern Science of Mental Health"! in fact he did very 
little, if any, research, was at the time married blgamously, 
was seriously mentally and emotionally disturbed, and 
was Involved in occult organizations and operations. 
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Throughout tht late *40't and early 'SO*a Mr. Hubbard waa 

% i 

generally chased by creditors, the A.M.A., lav enforcement 

# I 

officials and others as a result of defrauding people and 
«s a result of his Involvement In various Illicit‘activities. 

Mr. Hubbard has continued his dishonest, unethical activities, 

• • 

end has used his organization to cover up such activities right 
up to present time. Orgainzatlon officers have claimed that 
they do not know where Mr. Hubbard isi the fact is the .very ' 
top Church of Scientology officials have been in regular 
contact with Mr. Hubbard, and his whereabouts has been 
deliberately hidden by the organization. Organization 
officers have claimed that Mr. Hubbard is not paid by the 
j^huxch. of .JSc ien xo l ogy jJ o4^y T Jtei _ 


royalties on the sale of his books. The feet is that he 

*• 

had absolute control of ell Scientology reserves. .Also, 

• • • 

he was paid millions of dollars directly from a forsign 

• e 

corporation called Religious Research Foundation. Payments 

^ ^ 

from non-U.S. Scientologists who took Flag services vers 

channelled to RRF. Hubbard had total control of RRF : 

• • 

monies and received several million dollars directly *' ■ 

• r ■ #♦•...* 

from this corporation, Which is made up of Scientology 


funds. I am personally aware of this because 1 was'on s 
legal mission in 1980, one of the actions of which was to 
make "legal" a 2.1 million dollar payment for film scripts 
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• ( Hubbard had written, which Mr. Hubbard'* personal 
•counts officer transferred from RRF to Mr. Hubbard'* 
personal account without the knowledge or approval of 
Scientology officer*. In sum, I learned that Mr. Hubbard 
lg g fraud, that he had deceived me and many others, and 

i ..... 

for this reason 1 left th* Church of Scientology in 
December 1981. 

• * 

9) I have since been declared an enemy of 
the Church of Scientology and am fearful that ay life 
is in danger. 


1 


this 


Signed :under 4 jthe pain* .and ,-penalt ies^of_perjiiry. 
_day of 1982. 


5 it 


at 



t*ouro«* 


Orr>Ct»L ttAL 

V ttONARD FEIDSOTT 
SOTMT WIUC-CAUrciWa 
ORANCC COUNTY 

% few, Cxt ta JM t IW 


Co - 


Itfera 


• NoUnr PuMc *d hr w4 SbU. pmnrti Sf| 


tekttopefia_sfusetaoe. 

ad tcknwMied tea* flat 

WtTXBSqr tad ad •£&»(. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT GGU8T 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFCRNIA 


K 0 f Scientology of California 

CASS HtSSER 

Counterclaimant PLAINTIEFCS) 

81-3259-CBM 

CY- 81-3260-CBM 

vs. 

81-3621-CBM 

.- ft!-AT OO-rRM 

pil Flynn, Thomas Hoffman & 

Greene 

g£, ^M/ 

SUMMONS fryj 
Qj^yu^XcAjdUlLAiJ 

'fj i Caunterclaimant DEEEAWTCS) 



Counterclaimant 

X3S A30VE—KAMED/bEFDIDANTCS), Tou tr« hereby summoned and required co serve upon 

Thomas Hunt 
jfaylor, Roth & Hunt 

rah 


lerclaimant 

f|, plaintiff's actcrrey, whose address is: 


/Suite 510 


m 

•1 


St 


U7 South Olive 
>s Angeles, California 

Counterclaim 

an answer tg che/ccmplaint which is herewith served upon you within 20 


Ml 


days 

actsr service of this surmcns upon you, exclusive of the day of service. If you 

fail to do so, judgment by default will be taken against you for the relief de- 
counterclaim 
sanded in tbV enrol aint. 

DAIS: April 15, 1982 EDWARD M. KRITZiAN, OSK 

NANCY 
By_ 



(SEAL OF-THt OCCRX) 


ri 


/ 2 A\ <■••• • 

* / w • •« 
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THOMAS HUNT 
r,TER COCHRAN-BOND 
JJj/jr, ROTH & HUNT 
13 * Corporation 
117 South Olive Street 
jite 510 

>s Angeles, California 
^213) 623-8000 

attorneys for Defendant Church 
fcg Scientology of California 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
CENTRAL DISTRICT OP CALIFORNIA 


83 


i 


JANE LEE PETERSON and 
RICHARD J. PETERSON, 

Plaintiffs, 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 

Defendants. 


CAROL A. GARRITY AND PAUL 
GARRITY, 

Plaintiffs, 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al., 


Defendants. 
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) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Civil No. 81-3259-CBM 


Civil No. 81-3260-CBM 
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THOMAS JEFFERSON, 

Plaintiff, 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 

Defendants. 
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DANA LOCKWOOD, 

Plaintiff, 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al., 

Defendants. 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, et al.. 

Counterclaimant 

Plaintiff, 


MICHAEL FLYNN, THOMAS HOFFMAN, 
THOMAS GREENE, JANE LEE PETERSON, 
RICHARD J. PETERSON, CAROL A. 
GARRITY, PAUL GARRITY, THOMAS 
JEFFERSON, and DANA LOCKWOOD, 

Counterclaimant 

Defendants. 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Civil No. 81-3621-CBM 


Civil No. 81-4109-CBM 


DEFENDANT 1 S COUNTERCLAIM FOR INJUNCTIVE 

RELIEF AND DAMAGES 

(ABUSE OF PROCESS) 


( 2 ) 
























k 44’ 

The defendant, for its counterclaim against the 
plaintiffs, and the counterclaimant defendants, alleges and says: 


I. COUNTERCLAIM 


1. This is a permissive counterclaim for damages for 
the tort of Abuse of Process pursuant to Rule 13(b) of 

Fed.R.Civ.P. 

II. JURISDICTION 

f 

2. Jurisdiction of this counterclaim is predicated on 
28 U.S.C. §1332. The matter in controversy exceeds the sum of 
$10,000 or more. 


III. ALLEGATIONS 

3. On or about December 13,1979, Michael J. Flynn, 
Thomas Hoffman, and Thomas Greene, attorneys in Boston, 
Massachusetts, and counterclaimant defendants in this 
counterclaim, filed a class action complaint against the Church 

f 

of Scientology of California, and various other affiliate 
Churches, for claims involving breach of contract, fraud, and 
intentional infliction of emotional distress. This action was 

9 

brought in the United States District Court in Boston, 
Massachusetts, Civil Action No. 79-2491-G. The complaint in the 
Van Schaick case ultimately was amended to limit the class action 














i 

I'S 

*; l 

fi 

y l 

6 

7 

8 

9 ’ 

xol 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 i 

16 i 

I 

17 l 

18 ' 

I 

19 


A 45 

claias to violations of ths Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations Act, ("RICO") but incorporated in the RICO claims 
were allegations of fraud, misrepresentation, breach of contract 
and intentional infliction of emotional distress. 

4. During the years 1980 and 1981 Defendants Michael 
Flynn, Thomas Hoffman and Thomas Greene, solicited "associate* 
attorneys, and caused no less than 18 individual lawsuits to be 
filed against the Church of Scientology of California, defendant 
and plaintiff counterclaimant herein. These lawsuits are as 
follows: 

1. Jose Baptista vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

2. Mark D. Barron vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

3. Peggy Bear vs. Church of Scientology, etc., et al. 

4. Eileen Brown, etc, vs. The Delphian Foundation, et al. 

5. Tonja C. Burden vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

6. Carol A. Garrity, et al. vs. Church of Scientology, et 

al. 

7. Marjorie J. Hansen vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

8. Thomas Jefferson vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

9. Deborah Ann Keck vs. The Church of Scientology, et al. 

10. Dana Lockwood vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

11. Stephen R. Pacca vs. The Founding Church of Scientology, 

et al. 

12. Jane Lee Peterson, et al. vs. Church of Scientology, 

* 

et al. 

13. Patrick R. Rosenkjar vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

14. Michael Vi. Smith vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 


<A ) 
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Garritano, vs. Church of Scientology, etc., et 

al. 

.Tanet Troy vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 
non aId Bear v. Church of Scientology of California, et al. 

18. Kim L. Vashel vs. Church of Scientology, et al. 

As a general matter the claims in these cases listed 
immediately above are virtually identical to each other and to 
the claims in the Van Schaick class action, namely claims for 
fraud, breach of contract, misrepresentation, violations of RICO, 
and intentional infliction of emotional distress. None of these 
cases were filed as class actions. 

5. Included in the cases listed immediately above, are 
the instant four cases, also involving claims similar to those in 
the class action. 

6. Defendants Michael Flynn, Thomas Hoffman and Thomas 
Greene are either formal attorneys of record in all of the cases 
listed above or are informally assisting their "associated" 
attorneys of record, including the attorneys of record in the j 
four instant cases, namely the law firm of Contos 6 Bunch. All ! 
of the "associated" attorneys of record were recruited and 
solicited by the Defendants Michael Flynn, Thomas Hoffman, Thomas 
Greene, or by non-lawyers working under their supervision. These 
counterclaimant defendants have furnished the "associated" 
attorneys with prototype pleadings. 

7. The commencement and prosecution of the myriad 
individual cases was done by counterclaimant defendants, 
including the counterclaimant defendants who also are plaintiffs 


(5) 
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'in the instant four cases# with malice and for the purpose of 
obtaining a collateral advantage and to accomplish an end other 
than that which the litigation process was designed to 
accomplish. The improper collateral advantage sought was to use 
the commencement and prosecution of the numerous lawsuits as a 
threat or a club, in the form of extortion, to force the 
Defendant Church of Scientolgoy of California to settle the 
numerous lawsuits in order to avoid the extreme expense of 
defending the numerous lawsuits in numerous inconvenient 
jurisdictions. 

8. The improper ulterior motive and collateral 
advantage sought by the counterclaimant defendants was expressed 
in a series of settlement letters sent by counterclaimant 
defendant Michael Flynn to an attorney for Defendant Church of 
Scientology of California in June, 1981. These letters expressly 
make the threat that unless the Defendant Church settles all 
"existing* cases for 1.6 million dollars, the counterclaimant 
defendants will "increase the litigation", but that if the 
proposed settlement is effectuated the counterclaimant defendants 
will commence no additional cases and will not assist the 
"associated" attorneys in their cases. 

9. This pattern of conduct continues to the present 
time. Counterclaimant Defendant Michael Flynn recently has 
publicly threatened to bring additional lawsuits against the 
defendant Church. 

10. This pattern of conduct by the counterclaimant 
defendants constitutes the tort of abuse of process# which has 

(6 ) 
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k«n defined both by Professor Prosser and by the California 
t^rts, including the California Supreme Court in Spellens v. 
^ellens, 49 Cal.2d. 210 (1957). 

11. Unless preliminarily and permanently enjoined by 
this Court, the counterclaimant defendants will continue their 
pattern of abuse of process. 

IV. RELIEF 

WHERFORE, Defendant/Plaintiff Counterclaimant Church of 
Scientology prays for the following relief: 

1. A temporary restraining order and A preliminary 
and permanent injunction prohibiting Counterclaimant Defendants 
Flynn, Hoffman and Greene from continuing to commit an abuse of 
process and in particular from: 

(a) continuing to participate in any way in the 
instant litigation, by assisting the plaintiffs or 
their attorneys or otherwise. 

(b) soliciting any new plaintiffs for the purpose of 
commencing new lawsuits against Defendant Church. 

(c) soliciting any additional "associated" attorneys 
for any additional cases to be brought against the 
Defendant Church. 

. (d) participating in any way in the commencement of 

any additional lawsuits against Defendant Church. 

And 

(e) receiving any benefits in attorneys fees or 


<7 ) 
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otherwise from the existing lawsuits listed above in 
paragraph four of this Counterclaim. 

2. Compensatory damages for the costs of defending 
the lawsuits resulting from the abuse of process. 

3. Punitive damages, due to the fact the Plaintiffs 
and Counterclaimant Defendants acted with malice and with a 
wilfull intent to injure Defendant Church. 

Defendant Church of Scientology further prays 
for such other relief as the Court may deem appropriate and the 
interests of justice may require, including costs and reasonable 
attorneys' fees. 

DATED: April 15, 1982 

A. THOMAS HUNT 
WALTER COCHRAN-BOND 
TAYLOR, ROTH & HUNT 
A Law Corporation 
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By_ 

A. THOMAS HUNT 

Attorneys for Defendant Church 
of Scientology of California 
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COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS 


ffOLK, S8. 


SUPERIOR COURT 
CIVIL MO. 40906 


CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY, et *1., 
Plaintiffs, 
v, 

MICHAEL J. FLYNN, etal., 
Defendants. ... 


’•nr f*—«: ** 


PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 


This mat tor having como on for hearing, and after due 
consideration of the pleadings and the arguments of the parties. 


it is hereby ORDERED:*/*^ */) 'toftC>C/€*'IC-ot 

TAei*o> 


1. That the defendants, Michael J. Flynn, Lucy Garritano, 
Steven Garritano, James Gervais, Peter Graves, their agents, 
or persons acting on their behalf or in concert with them. 


surrender to the possession of the Church of Scientology of ' 

/O Court*0*) 

Boston, Inc., or to the attorneys for the plaintiff, within* tfpn/,/# 


three- days of-the-date©£~this—order, the following property! 

a. A cardfile containing the names of Church members; 

b. Several graphs containing financial data about the 

Church of Scientology; -» 

c. Several administrative bulletins, to wit Flag Orders 
3434*25, 3434-27, 3434-28, 3434-26, 3434-29; 3434-11XA, 
3434-22, and 3434-15R, the distribution of which is liadted 
to certain specific Scientology personnel; 


'9/o 
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<1. Various personnel files containing information about 
Church of-Scientology members or former members* 
e. Three Hubbard "E-Meters,” confessional aids which 
are utilized by the ministry of the Church for religious 
purposes. 

bif //,>,//</ execute &4l)t (J(to t f 5 dot\ e$ mA 

2. That the aforenamed defendants furnish to the Court and ’JirhCthct 1 


thin three days of the date 


to counsel for the plaintiffs, 
of this order, a list of the ntfmes 

to whom said defendants, or a^y of them, delivered or caused 
to be delivered any of the Allowing property or tho contents 
thereof* 


0 >' Mir 
£ ynj.i C 

and addresses of each person 

/>V>< 

I If * 


^ . / 


a. A cardfile containing the names of Church members; . *U-f /'V* 

b. Several graphs containing financial data about the w . 

/ 9 9 cj 


b. Several graphs containing financial data about the 
Church of Scientolpgy; 

c. Several administrative bulletins, to wit. Flag Orders 


C'C. 


3434-25, 3434-27, 3434-28, 3434-26, 3434-29, 3434-11RA, 
3434-22, and 3134-15R, the distribution of which is .limited 
to certain specific Scientology personnel; 

d. Various files containing information about Church of 
Scientology/members or former members; 

e. Three Hhbbard "E-Meters" confessional aids which are 
utilized by the ministry of the Church for religious 
purposes. 

* 

3. That the aforenamed defendants, their agents, peruonu 
acting in concert with them, or on their Ix-h.-i 1 r, or olno 

in actual or constructive notice of this order, are hereby 
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( .ii joined,tint i 1 further order of thin Court, from copying, 
publishing, transferring, distributing, altering, destroying 
or in any w.ty clir.eloping the contents of the following documents: 

a. A cardfile containing the names of Church members; 

b. Several graphs containing financial data about the 
Church of Scientology; 

c. Several administrative bulleins, to wit Plag Orders 
3434-20, 3434-27, 3434-20, 3434-29, 3434-llRA, 

3434-22 and 3434-15R, the distribution of which is limited 
to certain specific Scientology personnel; 

d. Various files containing information about Church of 
Scientology members or former members; 

e. Three Hubbard "E-Meters", confessional aids which 
are utilized by tlv ministry of the Church for religious 


purposes. 


Date 


r 



Judge 
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Grey And Kohlweck 

Attorneys at Low 

182! WiUhire Blvd.. Suite 210 
Santa Monica, California 90403 
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Area Code 213 
Telephone 820-4676 


August 2, 1982 


«P Gerald Armstrong 
Yen West Cliff Drive 
Newport Beach, California 

Re: Temporary Restraining Order 


Dear Mr. Armstrong: 

The purpose of this letter is to advise you of the 
fact that on behalf of my client, the Church of Scien¬ 
tology of California, Inc., I intend to seek a tempor¬ 
ary restraining order to prohibit any further dissemin¬ 
ation of information by yourself or through others 
acting in concert with you of information that you 
obtained while working on the Archives Project. In 
general, the complaint served upon you explains the 
nature of the action commenced, and the types of dis¬ 
closures which we will seek to restrain. 

Should you wish to appear to oppose the applic¬ 
ation for a temporary restraining order, it will be 
filed and heard in Department 85 of the Los Angeles 
Superior Court, 111 N. Hill St., Los Angeles, Califor¬ 
nia 90012. This matter will be brought to the Court.’s 
attention at 1:30 pm on August 3, 1982. 


Sincerely 


GREY AND KOHLWECK 


Attorneys At Law 
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DECLARATION OF ANK LEHARCIC 

I, ANN LENARCIC, declare as follows: 

1. I am a staff member of the Church of Scientology of 
California and am currently the Public Relations Archivist 
Assistant. I am the assistant to my husband, Andy Lenarcic, who 
is the successor to the position previously held by Gerald 
Armstrong, defendant herein. 

2. I offer this declaration in support of the application 
of the Church of Scientology of California for a temporary 
restraining order and order to show cause re: preliminary in¬ 
junction. I am competent to testify to the facts set forth 
herein and would so testify if called as a witness. 

3* During November, 1981, I was working on a project 
which caused me to be in contact with Gerald Armstrong. During 
this time period, to the best of my recollection towards the 
middle of the month, Mr. Armstrong stated to me that he had made 
copies of every one of the "orders of the day" of the ship 
Apollo and retained said copies for his own use. 

4. The ship Apollo sailed the Mediterranean, the West 
Coast of Africa, the Atlantic, and the Caribbean between the 
years 1966 and 1975. It functioned as the ministerial, research 
and training center of Scientology during that period. The 
orders of the day are an extremely valuable portion of the 
official ship's records. They contain a history of its entire 
voyage and almost all of the more substantial events that oc- 
cured during the voyages of the Apollo. In any biography of Mr. 
Hubbard or history of Dianetics and Scientology during this time 
period, the orders of the day would be an integral part. They 
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►an contained amusing anecdotes, the schedule for the day, 
lavs and notices, as well as orders necessary to administer the 

#hip' s business. 

I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth above, 
except as to those facts stated on information and belief, and 
8g to those I believe them to be true. 

Executed this 3rd day of August, 1982 at Los Angeles 
Calif<> rnia * 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 


true and correct. 



37 















/V 


I 


GREY and kohlweck 
Attorneys at Law 
1823 Wilshire blvd. 
Suite 210 

Santa Monica, CA. 90403 
(213) 820-4676 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
corporation, 

Plaintiff, 
v. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 
through 10, inclusive. 

Defendants. 


No. 420 153 


TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER 




On reading the verified Complaint of Plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California, Inc. on file in the above entitled 
action, the Application for Temporary Restraining Order, the 
Memorandum of Points and Authorities and the supporting 
Declarations submitted therewith, and it appearing to the 
satisfaction of the Court that this is a proper case for granting 
a Temporary Restraining Order, and that unless the Temporary 
Restraining Order prayed for in the Complaint be granted great 
or irreparable injury will result to Plaintiff before the matter 
can be heard on notice. 

// 
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T IS HEREBY ORDERED that the above-named Defendant, and 
'his agents, employees, representatives and all persons acting in 
concert or participating with them, shall be and they are hereby 
restrained and enjoined from engaging in or performing, directly 
[ or indirectly, any and all of the following acts: 

Dissemination, duplication, destruction or disclosure of 
the contents of any material obtained by Gerald D. Armstrong 
during his tenure as the custodian of records for the Archives 
project of the Church of Scientology of California, or obtained 
by defendant Gerald Armstrong from Omar V. Garrison after 
Defendant Armstrong left the employ of Plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California, including, by way of example only.,' 
but not limited to, journals, memoranda, drafts, notes, orders, 
letters, HCOPL's, any other form of policy or technical directives 
or bulletins, photographs, audio and video recordings of every 
kind, artifacts, memorabilia, antique writings and treatises, 
books, novels and other publications of L. Ron o.: Mary Sue Hubbard 
or any other material not above described but being a part of the 
Archives collection of the Plaintiff Church of Scientology of 
Ca1ifornia. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above-named Defendant, and 

his agents, employees, representatives, and all other persons 

acting in concert or participating with him, especially 

Defendant Armstrong's attorneys of record, Michael Flynn, Thomas 

# 

Hoffman, and Thomas Greene of Boston, Massachusetts, and Julia 
Dragojevic, Bruce Bunch and John R. Contos of 
Woodland Hills, California, surrender to the 
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possession of the Clerk of the Superior Court, for the County of 
Los Angeles, Central District, within ten (10) days and under 
seal, only to be viewed by the attorneys of record of the parties 
limi'ted hereto, all documents and materials provided to them at 
any time by Defendant Armstrong pertaining to the Church of 
Scientology as above referenced in the preceding paragraph of 
this order and especially including: 

1. All letters to and from L. Ron Hubbard and his wife 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

2. All letters to and from L. Ron Hubbard and his first 
and second wives; 

3* All letters to and from L. Ron Hubbard and John 
W. Parsons; 

4* All correspondence between L. Ron Hubbard and Don 
Purcelle; 

5* All letters and other documents concerning the Hubbard 
Explorations Company; 

6. All papers which concern L. Ron Hubbard's activity as a 
reservist and commissioned officer of the United States Navy; 
and 

7* All audio tape recordings which were allegedly provided 
Defendant Armstrong by one Barbara DeCell concerning meetings; 
records, and activities of MCCS. 

Ill 
III 
III 
III 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that copies of the Application for 
■jf eaporary Restraining Order, supporting papers, declarations 
^eubmitted herewith and this Temporary Restraining Order be 
#er ved on Defendant, and each of then, not later than 
tW tt 1982. 

t/ 

DATED: _ 


JUDGE OP THE SUPERIOR COURT 


An undertaking in the amount of %<" 

be posted forthwith as a bond. 

DATED: Mf <W> £r e#1# 


shall 


JUDGE OP THE SUPERIOR COURT 
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La wrens 
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BASS Topanga Canton Boulcvawd 4 K 1 

Suite 400 H U * 


Suite 400 
WOODLAND HILLS. CALIFORNIA 91367 
1213) 716-9400 


Attorneys for Defendant and Cross-Complain ant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 


(STACK 


-Oft HUNG STAMP OMLT) 


F 1 L li i) 

OCT 4 ]•'.?? 

■ *' * lh uir*; r«n* t y C**'' 
IfY */r i<:> f/.vri; i^' -rrc 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) CASE NO: C 420 153 

CALIFORNIA, a California ) 

corporation, ) PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 ) 

Lhrouyh 10, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

) 

Cross-Complainant,) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, Ct al. , ) 

) 

Cross-Defendants. ) 


The Application of Plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA for a Proliniinnry Injunction canto on regularly for 
Rearing on September 24, 1982 before the Honorable John L. Cole, 
pursuant to an Order to Show Cause issued by the Court on 
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August 24, 1982. Plaintiff/pHUFglg OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 
appeared by counsel, Lawrence E. Heller; Defendant GERALD 
ARMSTRONG appeared by counsel/ Julia Dragojevic. 

Upon proof made to the satisfaction of the Court, and 
good cause appearing therefore, 

IT IS ORDERED that the Application for Preliminary 
Injunction is granted Only to the following extent: 

That the materials heretofore turned over to the 
Clerk of this Court by Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG and/or his 
agents, employees, representatives and other persons or entities 
working in or on his behalf, shall be retained in the possession 
of the Clerk of this Court during the pendency of this action 
or until further order of the Court; 

That said materials may be inspected during ousiness 
hours by counsel for any of the parties herein, either accompanied 
by or not accompanied by their clients, and with respect to 
Plaintiff's counsel, by a representative of Plaintiff; 

That such inspection is for the purpose'of preparing for 
the within litigation, in that the materials inspected may be 
used only for that purpose. There shall be no dissemination, 
publication or other use of any of the information contained 
in said materials except for the purpose of this litigation. 

For such purpose, said materials are perfectly and freely 
uauablo. However, Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG in not restrained 
from testifying as to the contents of said materials from hie 
own knowledge; 

That if there is other litigation in which a Court of 
competent jurisdiction has declared that said materials arc 
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subje' ' to discovery, or relevant for the subjec*- of discovery. 


then upon giving this Court competent evidence oT sue!) a 

• « 

determination by another Court, an appropriate orae _ be 
made allowing counsel in the other litigation to similarly 
inspect and use said materials. 



nt of clarification, the Court further stated. 



that when anothelr-C et"litigation makes 

a determination tha able or discoverable 

in other litigatiorr, ana eviaence or cnavsieterinination is made 
to this£ourt, then this Court will alJ.ow inspection and'iise 



■6T said materials. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that except as indicated, the 
Application for Preliminary Injunction and Order to Show 
Cause are denied and discharged. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that an undertaking in the amount 
of $1,000.00, as required by Section 529 of the California 
Code of Civil Procedure, shall be posted forthwith as bond. 


DATED: 




JOHN L. COLE 

JUDGE OF T1IE SUPERIOR COURT 
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Law Offices of 

BARRETT S. LITT 

617 South Olive, Suite 1000 

Los Angeles, California 90014 

(213) 623-7511 rU£C ‘ 

Attorneys for Intervener 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 ) 

through 10, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants, ) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Intervener. ) 

_ ) 


No. C420153 

COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 
FOR CONVERSION [CCSS 3336, 
3337], BREACH OF FIDUCIARY 
RELATIONSHIP, INVASION OF 
PRIVACY, POSSESSION OF 
PERSONAL PROPEFTY [CC SS3379, 
3380] , IMPRESSION OF A 
CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST, AND 
DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF [CCP 1060]. 



Intervener, Mary Sue Hubbard, as a complaint for 
conversion, breach of fiduciary relationship, invasion of 
privacy, possession of personal property, impression of a 
constructive trust, and declaratory and injunctive relief, 
alleges as follows: 
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i 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Conversion) 

[CC §3336] 

1. On November , 1982, the court granted intervener 
leave to intervene in this action and to file this complaint 
in intervention. 

2. Intervener is, and at all times herein mentioned 
was, a resident of Los Angeles, California. 

3. Intervener intervenes in this action on the ground 
that intervener has a substantial interest in the matter in 
litigation in this action in that: 

a. Substantially all of the materials that have 
been converted by defendant are the personal possessions of 
intervener and/or her husband L. Ron Hubbard. 

b. Intervener placed these personal possessions 
in the custody of the Church of Scientology of California for 
safekeeping with no intention that defendant would be 
permitted access to these materials or to take these 
materials into his custody. 

c. Intervener has the right to take immediate 
possession of these materials. 
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d. Intervener's interest would be directly 
affected by the result of this action, as hereinafter set 
forth more particularly. 

4. On August 2, 1982, plaintiff commenced this action 

% 

against defendant for conversion, breach of fiduciary duty, 
impression of a constructive trust and declaratory and 
injunctive relief. The action is now pending in this court 
and trial thereof has not been had. 

5. Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG (hereafter, "Defendant 
Armstrong" or "Armstrong") is currently a resident of Orange 
County, California, and at various times herein mentioned has 
been a resident of Los Angeles and Riverside Counties. 

6. Plaintiff Church of Scientology of California 
(hereafter "Plaintiff" or "CSC"), is a not for profit 
corporation organized and existing under the laws of the 
State of California. It is a religious organization and one 
of the worldwide Churches of Scientology. Its principal 
place of business is 4833 Fountain Ave., Los Angeles, 
California, located within the Central District of this 
Court. 

7. Intervener is presently unaware of the true names 
and capacities of Defendants sued herein as DOES 1 through 
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10, inclusive, and therefore sues these Defendants by such 
ficticious names. Intervener will seek leave to amend this 
complaint to allege the true names and capacities of said 
"DOE" Defendants when the same are ascertained. 

% 

8. Between approximately 1968 or 1969 and the present, 
intervener placed in the custody of the Church of Scientology 
for safekeeping certain items of personal property belonging 
to her and to her husband L. Ron Hubbard, including docu¬ 
ments, letters, manuscripts, memoranda, drafts, notes, 
memorabilia, artifacts, photographs, video and audio 
recordings. These materials were to be securely maintained, 
and access thereto required the approval of intervener, or of 
L. Ron Hubbard. 

9. At all times herein mentioned, Intervener was, and 
still is, the owner and was, and still is, entitled to the 
possession of certain the items of personal property, 
described above. 

10. At all times herein mentioned, Intervener was, and 
still is, the personal representative of her husband L. Ron 
Hubbard with respect to his personal property, and was, and 
still is, by virtue of her position as personal representa¬ 
tive, entitled to the possession of the personal property 
described above which is owned by L. Ron Hubbard. 
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11. From approximately February, 1971 until 
approximately December, 1981, defendant was a member of the 
Church of Scientology. At all times pertinent to this action 
he was a staff member of the Church of Scientology. 

12. Commencing in January 1980 and continuing therefter 
through December, 1981, defendant Armstrong was responsible 
for a project which involved collecting, cataloguing, 
preserving, and otherwise maintaining information, artifacts 
and memorabilia concerning the religion of Scientology, its 
various organizations including plaintiff CSC, and the 
founder of the religion of Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard. As a 
part of his responsibilities, defendant Armstrong was to 
locate any documents, information or artifacts pertaining to 
the early history of Dianetics and Scientology and concerning 
Mr. Hubbard. This area of activity by defendant Armstrong 
was known as the "Archives Project" and is so referred to 
herein. The Archives Project, at all times pertinent to this 
action, was located at 4833 Fountain Ave., plaintiff's prin¬ 
cipal place of business. All materials contained in the 
Archives project are the personal property either of 
plaintiff CSC or intervener and/or her husband L. Ron 
Hubbard. 

13. From approximately January, 1980, through 
approximately December, 1981, in his capacity as a Church of 
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r 
i 

Scientology staff member, defendant Armstrong gained access 
to the above-described personal property of intervener and L. 

Ron Hubbard. Intervener did not know of nor give permission 
for defendant Armstrong to gain access to the above-described 
personal property, nor did L. Ron Hubbard. 

14. During 1982, defendant Armstrong took the above- 
mentioned property from the possession of plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California and, without authorization from 
either plaintiff or Intervener, converted the same to his own 
use. 

15. On or about January 1, 1982, at Los Angeles, 

California, the above mentioned property had a value to be 
proved at time of trial. 

16. On or about May 26, 27 and June 21, 1982, plaintiff 
Church of Scientology of California demanded the immediate 
return of the above-mentioned property but defendant failed 
and refused, and continues to fail and refuse, to return the 
property to plaintiff. 

17. As a proximate result of defendant's conversion, 
intervener has suffered severe emotional distress to her 
damage in an amount to be proved at trial. 
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18. Between the time of defendant's conversion of the 
above-mentioned property to his own use and the filing of 
this action, intervener has employed investigators and 
attorneys in pursuit of the converted property, all to inter¬ 
vener's further damage in an amount to be proved at time of 
trial. 

19. The afore-mentioned acts of defendant were willful, 
wanton, malicious and oppressive, were undertaken with the 
intent to defraud and justify the awarding of exemplary and 
punitive damages in the amount of $50,000. 

II. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Breach of Fiduciary Relationship) 

20. Plaintiff repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 14, above, and 
incorporates them as though fully set forth herein. 


21. By reason of his solicitation and acceptance of the 
assignment on behalf of CSC as the custodian of the materials 
to be collected and maintained in the Archives Project, 
defendant Armstrong became a fiduciary to intervener and 
assumed duties required by law of confidentiality, loyalty, 
and trust regarding the materials under his custody and 
control. As a fiduciary to intervener, defendant Armstrong 
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also assumed a legal duty to safeguard the property of inter¬ 
vener and to engage in no act detrimental to intervener 
concerning either the use or value of the materials within 
his custody and control. 

22. By virtue of his position as a staff member of the 
Church of Scientology defendant Armstrong assumed a fiduciary 
relationship to intervener, which includes a duty to maintain 
confidentiality concerning his work within the Church of 
Scientology of California as it affects Intervener. 

23. Defendant Armstrong has on numerous occasions 
breached his duty of confidentiality by disclosing to 
unauthorized persons information regarding intervener and her 
husband L. Ron Hubbard that he obtained in the course and 
scope of his responsibility as the custodian of the Archives 
Project. Intervener is without knowledge of the extent of 
material and information that has been disclosed by defendant 
Armstrong but alleges that the piecemeal dissemination of 
information by him has been injurious to her reputation and 
has caused and is causing a diminution in the value of the 
personal possessions belonging to intervener and/or L. Ron 
Hubbard in the Archives Project in an amount to be proved at 
time of trial. 
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24. On or about May 26, 27 or June 21, 1982, Plaintiff 
CSC demanded that Defendant Armstrong cease his unauthorized 
disclosure of confidential information but Defendant has 
failed and refused, and continues to fail and refuse, to 
discontinue his unauthorized disclosures. 

25. Between the time of defendant's unauthorized 
disclosure of confidential information and the time of filing 
of this action, Intervener has been required to employ the 
services of attorneys in an attempt to terminate the 
unauthorized disclosures by defendant Armstrong, all to 
Plaintiff’s further damage in an amount to be proved at time 
of trial. 

26. The afore mentioned acts of defendant Armstrong 
were intentional, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious, 
oppressive, and were committed with the intent to defraud 
intervener, and in reckless disregard of the rights of 
intervener. Intervener is therefore entitled to recover 
exemplary and punitive damages in the amount of $50,000.00. 
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THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Invasion of Privacy) 

27. Intervener repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 14, above, and 
incorporates them as though fully set forth herein. 

28. At all times herein mentioned, plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California securely held the following items 
of personal property, namely: 

a. Personal letters of L. Ron Hubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard; 

b. Memoranda written by or to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

c. Documents written by, to, or concerning L. Ron 
Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard; 

d. Personal memorabilia of L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard. 

e. Photographs belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

f. Artifacts belonging to L. Ron Eubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard. 

g. Personal and family financial records of L. 

Ron Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard. 

h. Drafts, notes, essays, poems, books written 
by, or concerning L. Ron Hubbard and/or Mary Sue Hubbard; 


! 
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i. Tape recordings, video recordings, photograph 
records belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and/or Mary Sue Hubbard. 

j. Additional items of personal property not yet 

determined. 

29. During 1982, defendant intruded upon plaintiffs' 
seclusion, solitude and private affairs by gaining access to 
said materials, reading and/or listening to the contents 
thereof, and revealing these contents to third persons. 

30. As a proximate result of defendant's intrusion on 
intervener's seclusion, solitude and private affairs, 
intervener has suffered severe emotional distress, 
humiliation, loss of reputation, all to intervener's damage 
in an amount to be proved at trial. 


31. The afore-mentioned acts of defendant were willful, 
wanton, malicious and oppressive, were undertaken with the 
intent to defraud and justify the awarding of exemplary and 
punitive damages in the amount of $50,000. 

// 

// 

// 

// 
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IV. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Possession of Personal Property) 

[Civil Code SS3379, 3380] 

32. Intervener repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 14, above, and 
incorporates them as though fully set forth herein. 

33. Intervener is, and at all times herein mentioned 
was, the owner or holder of the personal property described 
as follows: 

a. Personal letters of L. Ron Hubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard; 

b. Memoranda written by or to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

c. Documents written by, to, or concerning L. Ron 
Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard. 

d. Personal memorabilia belonging to L. Ron 
Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard. 

e. Photographs belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard. 

f. Artifacts belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard. 

g. Personal and family financial records of L. 

Ron Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard. 
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h. Drafts, notes, essays, poems, books written 
by, or concerning L. Ron Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard. 

i. Tape recordings, video recordings, photograph 
records belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and/or Mary Sue Hubbard. 

j. Additional items of personal property not yet 
determined. 
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34. Intervener is, and at all times herein mentioned 
was, entitled to the immediate possession of the personal 
property described above. 

35. The exact value of the personal property described 
above is unknown at this time. Intervener will ask leave to 
amend this complaint in intervention when such a value can be 
determined. 

36. During 1982, defendant wrongfully and without the 
consent of the plaintiff or intervener, took possession of 
the personal property described above. Since that time 
defendant has been in wrongful possession of the property in 
violation of intervener's right to immediate possession. 
Defendant has the power to deliver to intervener the personal 
property described above. 

37. During, and as a proximate result of, defendant's 
wrongful possession and detention of the personal property 
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described above, intervener has suffered the loss of use and 
enjoyment of her personal property. Therefore, plaintiff has 
suffered damages according to proof. 

38. During, and as a further proximate result 
defendant's wrongful possession and detention of the personal 
property described above, plaintiff suffered severe emotional 
distress to her damage in a sum according to proof. 


39. In taking, wrongfully possessing and detaining the 
personal property described above, defendant acted willfully, 
maliciously, and in wanton disregard to plaintiff's rights. 
Therefore, plaintiff seeks exemplary and punitive damages 
from defendant in the sum of $50,000.00. 

V. 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(To Impress a Constructive Trust) 

40. Intervener repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 14 above, and 
incorporates them by reference as though fully set forth 
herein. 

41. Defendants, and each of them, acting in concert, 
intend to use the converted personal property of intervener 
and her husband L. Ron Hubbrrd, for their own benefit and 
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profit. Because of the conversion of Intervener's property 
and the breach of fiduciary duty by defendant Armstrong as 
herein alleged, and because defendants, and each of them, by 
this conduct have been and will be unjustly enriched at 
intervener's expense, a constructive trust should be 
impressed upon the property of intervener which is now being 
held by defendants, and defendant Armstrong should be named 
as trustee on behalf of intervener. By the terms of said 
constructive trust, defendants, and each of them, should be 
required to keep safe and maintain the said property of 
intervener and any profits that defendants, and each of them, 
acquire therefrom, for the benefit of intervener, and to 
refrain from an and all disclosures of confidential 
information that has been obtained by defendants, and each of 
them, concerning intervener. 

VI. 

SIXTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

REQUEST FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

(C.C.P. $1060) 

42. Plaintiff repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 14 above, and 
incorporates them as if fully set forth herein. 

43. During 1982, defendant Armstrong wrongfully and 
unlawfully took possession of the personal property of inter- 
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vener, and the personal property of L. Ron Hubbard as 
described in paragraph No. 28, which was, at the time, in the 
custody of the Church of Scientology of California. 

44. On or about May 26 and June 21, 1982, plaintiff 
Church of Scientology of California demanded that defendant 
return the personal property referred to above. Defendant, 
has refused and still refuses to refrain from his wrongful 
possession of the personal property to which intervener is 
entitled as owner and/or holder. 

45. Intervener desires a judicial determination of her 
rights and duties and a written declaration as to the rights, 
duties and obligations of defendant in regard to the 
dissemination of information which he obtained from the 
above-mentioned personal documents, and an order releasing 
the material to intervener in her capacity as owner/holder. 

46. Defendant's wrongful conduct, unless and until 
enjoined and restrained by orders of this court, will cause 
great and irreparable injury to intervener in that defendant 
Armstrong has and will continue to disseminate highly 
personal and confidential information regarding intervener 
and her husband L. Ron Hubbard which defendant has obtained 
from the items described above. 
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47. Intervener has no adequate remedy at law for the 
injuries currently being suffered in that it will be 
impossible for intervener to determine the precise amount of 
damage which she will suffer if defendant's conduct is not 
restrained. 

48. Unless preliminarily and permanently enjoined by 
this court, defendant will continue his unauthorized dissemi¬ 
nation of confidential information and there exists no 
adequate remedy at law. The information is unique in 
character and damages, as a matter of law, cannot adequately 
compensate plaintiff for the unauthorized dissemination of 
said information. 


VII. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Intervener joins with Plaintiff in demanding the relief 
sought by its complaints, and wherefore. Intervener prays for 
judgment as follows: 

1. For the first cause of action, general and special 
damages according to proof at time of trial. 

2. For the first cause of action, an order of the 
Court mandating return of intervener's property. 

3. For the second cause of action, general and special 
damages according to proof at time of trial. 
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For the second cause of action, a preliminary and 
permanent injunction prohibiting Defendant from disseminating 
confidential information gained by reason of defendant's 
position of trust to any person or entity other than those 
expressly authorized by intervener, and for the return of the 
property to intervener. 

5. For the third cause of action, general and special 
damages accoding to proof at time of trial. 

6. For the third cause of action a preliminary and 
permanent injunction prohibiting defendant from further 
access to the personal property of intervener. 

7. For the fourth cause of action, the return of the 
personal property of which intervener is the owner and/or 
holder. 

8. For the first, second, third and fourth causes of 
action, punitive and exemplary damages in the amount of 
$50,000.00 per cause of action. 

9. For the impression of a constructive trust upon any 
property of intervener now being held by defendants, and each 
of them. 

10. For a declaration that the materials designated in 
this complaint in intervention are the property of Mary Sue 
Hubbard and L. Ron Hubbard and that said materials shall be 
disseminated, copied and made available to members of the 
public only with the prior express authorization of Mary Sue 
Hubbard. 


18 















A 82 

11. For each cause of action, reasonable attorney's 
fees and costs and such other and further relief as the court 



may deem just and proper. 


DATED: 


Law Offices of 
Barrett S. Litt 
617 S. Olive, Ste. 1000 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 


BARRETT S. LITT 
Attorney for Intervener 
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BARRE TT S. LITT 

MICHAEL S. MAGNUSON 

Law Offices of 

Barrett S. Litt 

617 South Olive, Suite 1000 

Los Angeles, California 90014 f»l4FC: 

(213) 623-7511 
Attorneys for Intervenor 



SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


r 

| 

L 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

v. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 ) 

through 10, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants, ) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Intervenor. ) 

_ ) 


No. C420153 

AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTER¬ 
VENTION FOR CONVERSION 
[CC SS3336] , INVASION 
OF PRIVACY, POSSESSION OF 
PERSONAL PROPERTY [CC SS3379, 
3380], AND DECLARATORY AND 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF [CCP 525, 
526] . 


Intervenor, Mary Sue Hubbard, as a complaint for 
conversion, invasion of privacy, possession of personal 
property, and declaratory and injunctive relief, alleges as 


follows: 

// 

// 

// 

// 
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i 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Conversion) 

(CC 53336] 

1. On November 29, 1982, the court granted intervenor 
leave to intervene in this action and to file this complaint 
in intervention. 

2. Intervenor is, and at all times herein mentined 
was, a resident of Los Angeles, California. 

3. Intervenor intervenes in this action on the ground 
that intervener has a substantial interest in the matter in 
litigation in this action in that: 

a. Substantialy all of the materials that have 
been converted by defendant are the personal possessions of 
intervenor and/or her husband L. Ron Hubbard. 

b. Intervenor placed these personal possessions 
in the custody of the Church of Scientology of California for 
safekeeping with no intention that defendant would be 
permitted access to these materials or to take these mate¬ 
rials into his custody. 

c. Intervenor has the right to take immediate 
possession of these materials. 
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d. Xntervenor'a interest would be directly 
affected by the results of this action, as hereinafter set 
forth nore particularly. 

4. On August 2, 1982, plaintiff commenced this action 
against defendant for conversion, breach of fiduciary duty, 
impression of a constructive trust and declaratory and injunc¬ 
tive relief. The action is now pending in this court and 
trial thereof has not been had. 

5. Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG (hereafter, "Defendant 
Armstrong" or "Armstrong") is currently a resident of Orange 
County, California, and at various times herein mentioned has 
been a resident of Los Angeles and Riverside Counties. 

6. Plaintiff Church of Scientology of California 
(hereafter "Plaintiff" or "CSC"), is a not for profit 
corporation organized and existing under the laws of the 
State of California. It is a religious organization and one 
of the worldwide Churches of Scientology. Its principal 
place of business is 4833 Fountain Ave., Los Angeles, 
California, located within the Central District of this 
court. 

7. Intervenor is presently unaware of the true names 
and capacities of Defendants sued herein as DOES 1 through 
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10, inclusive, and therefore sues these Defendants by such 
ficticious names. Intervenor will seek leave to amend this 
complaint to allege the true names and capacities of said 
"DOE" Defendants when the same are ascertained. 

8. Between approximately 1968 or 1969 and the present, 
intervenor placed in the custody of the Church of Scientology 
for safekeeping certain interns of personal property belonging 
to her and to her husband L. Ron Hubbard, including docu¬ 
ments, letters, manuscripts, memoranda, drafts, notes, 
memorabilia, artifacts, photographs, and video and audio 
recordings. These materials were to be securely maintained, 
and access thereto required the approval of intervenor, or of 
L. Ron Hubbard. 

9. At all times herein mentioned, intervenor was, and 
still is, the owner and was, and still is, thereby; entitled 
to the possession of the personal property, described above. 

10. At all times herein mentioned, intervenor was, and 
still is, the personal reprsentative of her husband L. Ron 
Hubbard with respect to his personal property, and was, and 
still is, by virtue of her position as personal representa¬ 
tive, entitled to the possession of the personal property 
described above which is owned by L. Ron Hubbard. 
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11. From approximately February, 1971, until 
approximately December, 1981, defendant was a member of the 
Church of Scientology. At all times pertinent to this action 
he was a staff member of the Church of Scientology and/or the 
Sea Organization, a fraternal organization within the eccle¬ 
siastical structure of the Church of Scientology. 

12. Commencing in January, 1980, and continuing 
thereafter through December, 1981, defendant Armstrong was 
responsible for a Church of Scientology project which 
involved collecting, cataloguing, preserving, and otherwise 
maintaining information, artifacts and memorabilia concerning 
the religion of Scientology, its various organizations 
including plaintiff CSC, and the founder of the religion of 
Scientology, L. Ron Hubbard. As a part of his responsibi¬ 
lities, defendant Armstrong was to locate any documents, 
information or artifacts pertaining to the early history of 
Dianetics and Scientology and concerning Mr. Hubbard. This 
area of activity by defendant Armstrong was known as the 
"Archives Project" and is so referred to herein. The 
Archives Project, at all times pertinent to this action, was 
located at 4833 Fountain Ave., plaintiff's principal place of 
business. All materials contained in the Archives project 
are the personal property either of plaintiff CSC or inter- 
venor and/or her husband L. Ron Hubbard. 
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13. From approximately January, 1980, through 
approximately December, 1981, in his capacity as a Church of 
Scientology staff member, defendant Armstrong gained access 
to the above-described personal property of intervenor and L. 
Ron Hubbard. Intervenor did not know of nor give permission 
for defendant Armstrong to gain access to the above-described 
personal property, nor did L. Ron Hubbard. 

14. During 1982, defendant Armstrong took the above- 
mentioned property from the possession of plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California and, without authorization from 
plaintiff or intervenor, or L. Ron Hubbard, converted the 
same to his own use. 

15. On or about January 1, 1982, at Los Angeles, 
California, the above mentioned property had a value to be 
proved at time of trial. 

16. On or about May 26, 27 and June 21, 1982, plaintiff 
Church of Scientology of California demanded the immediate 
return of the above-mentioned property, but defendant failed 
and refused, and continues to fail and refuse, to return the 
property to plaintiff. 
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17. As a proximate result of defendant's conversion, 
intervenor has suffered damages in an amount to be proved at 
trial. 

18. Between the time of defendant's conversion of the 
above-mentioned property to his own use and the filing of 
this action, intervenor has employed investigators and attor¬ 
neys in pursuit of the converted property, all to intervenor's 
further damage in an amount to be proved at time of trial. 

19. The afore-mentioned acts of defendant were willful, 
wanton, malicious and oppressive, were undertaken with the 
intent to defraud, and justify the award of exemplary and 
punitive damages in the amount of $50,000. 

i 

II 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Invasion of Privacy) 

20. Intervenor repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 14, above and 
incorporates them as though fully set forth herein. 

21. At all times herein mentioned, plaintiff Church of . 
Scientology of California securely held the following items 
of personal property, belonging to intervenor and/or her 
husband, L. Ron Hubbard, namely: 
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a. Personal letters of L. Ron Hubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard; 

b. Memoranda written by or to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

c. Documents written by, to, or concerning L. Ron 
Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard; 

d. Personal memorabilia of L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard. 

e. Photographs belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

f. Artifacts belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard; 

g. Personal and family financial records of L. 

Ron Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard; 

h. Drafts, notes, essays, poems, books written 
by, or concerning L. Ron Hubbard and/or Mary Sue Hubbard; 

i. Tape recordings, video recordings, photograph 
records belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and/or Mary Sue Hubbard; 

j. Additional items of personal property not yet 
determined. 

22. During 1982, defendant intruded upon plaintiff's 
seclusion, solitude and private affairs by gaining access to 
said materials, reading and/or listening to the contents 
thereof. 
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23. Defendant Armstrong has revealed the contents of 
these personal documents to third persons. 

24. These items of personal property are highly 
personal and intervenor did not intend nor did she permit, 
access to these materials by third persons, including 
defendant Armstrong. 

25. As a proximate result of defendant's intrusion on 
plaintiff's seclusion, solitude and private affairs, inter¬ 
venor has suffered damages including but not limited to 
severe emotional distress, humiliation, loss of reputation, 
all to intervenor's damamge in an amount to be proven at 
trial. 

26. The afore-mentioned acts of defendant were willful, 
wanton, malicious and oppressive, were undertaken with the 
intent to defraud and justify the awarding of exemplary and 
punitive damages in the amount of $50,000. 
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hi 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 
(Possession of Personal Property) 

(Civil Code SS3379, 3380] 

27. Intervenor repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraph 1 through 16, above, and 
incorporates them as though fully set forth herein. 

28. Intervenor is, and at all times herein mentioned 
was, the owner or holder of the personal property described 
as follows: 

a. Personal letters of L. Ron Hubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard; 

b. Memoranda written by or to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

c. Documents written by, to, or concerning L. Ron 
Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard; 

d. Personal memorabilia of L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard. 

e. Photographs belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard; 

f. Artifacts belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and Mary 
Sue Hubbard; 

g. Personal and family financial records of L. 

Ron Hubbard and Mary Sue Hubbard; 
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h. Drafts, notes, essays, poems, books written 
ky 0 r concerning L. Ron Hubbard and/or Mary Sue Hubbard; 

i. Tape recordings, video recordings, photograph 

records belonging to L. Ron Hubbard and/or Mary Sue Hubbard; 

✓ 

j. Additional items of personal property not yet 

determined. 

29. Intervenor is, and at all times herein mentioned 
was, entitled to the immediate possession of the personal 
property described above. 

30. The exact value of the personal property described 
above is unknown at this time. Intervenor will ask leave to 
amend this complaint in intervention when such a value can be 
determined. 

31. During 1982, defendant wrongfully and without the 
consent of the plaintiff or intervenor, took possession of 
the personal property in violation of intervenor's right to 
immediate possession. Defendant has possession of the 
personal property and/or the power to deliver to intervenor 
the personal property described above. 

32. During, and as a proximate result of, defendant's 
wrongful possession and detention of the personal property 
described above, intervenor has suffered the loss of use and 


11 













A 94' 

Enjoyment of her personal property. Therefore, plaintiff has 
guttered damages according to proof. 


33. In taking, wrongfully possessing and detaining the 
personal property described above, defendant acted willfully, 
aaliciously, and in wanton disregard to plaintiff's rights. 
Therefore, plaintiff seeks exemplary and punitive damages 
from defendant in the sum of $50,000.00. 


IV 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

REQUEST FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 
(C.C.P. SS526, 527, 1060) 

34. Plaintiff repeats and repleads each and every 
allegation contained in paragraphs 1 through 14 and paragraph 
28 above, and incorporates them as if fully set forth herein. 

35. During 1982, defendant Armstrong wrongfully and 
unlawfully took possession of the personal property of inter- 
venor, and the personal property of L. Ron Hubbard as 
described in paragraph No. 28, which was, at the time, in the 
custody of the Church of Scientolgoy of Claifornia. 

36. On or about May 26, and June 21, 1982, plaintiff 
Church of Scientology of California demanded that defendant 
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turn the personal property referred to above. Defendant, 
refused and still refuses to refrain from his wrongful 
g ession of the personal property to which intervenor is 
Entitled as owner and/or holder. 


37 . Defendant's wrongful conduct, unless and until 
-enjoined and restrained by orders of this court, will cause 
great and irreparable injury to intervenor in that defendant 
Armstrong has and will continue to disseminate highly per¬ 
sonal and confidential information regarding intervenor and 
her husband, L. Ron Hubbard, which defendant has obtained 
from the items described above. 


38. The items of personal property described in 
paragraph no. 28, above, are unique and irreplaceable, and 
contain highly personal information which by intrusion into 
and dissemination to third persons, have and will injure 
Mrs. Hubbard. Intervenor has no adequate remedy at law for 
the injuries currently being suffered in that it will be 
impossible for intervenor to determine the precise amount of 
damage which she will suffer if defendant's conduct is not 
restrained. 


39. As a proximate result of defendant's wrongful 
conduct intervenor has been damaged in an amount to be proved 
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2. For the return of the Above-Bentioned personal 
property to intervenor pursuant to Civil Code SS3379 and 


3380. 

3. 


4. 


For general and special damages as follows: 

(a) For conversion as alleged in count 1. 

(b) For invasion of privacy as alleged in count 2. 

For punitive and exemplary damages as follows: 

(a) $50,000.00 for conversion as alleged in count 
1 ? 

(b) $50,000.00 for invasion of privacy as alleged 
in count 2 

(c) $50,000.00 for the wrongful possession of 
intervenor's personal property as alleged in 
count 3. 


DATED: 




By: 


Law Offices of 
Barrett S. Litt 
617 S. Olive, Ste. 1000 
Los Angeles, CA 90014 




BARRETT S. LIT. 


Attorney for Intervenor 
Mary Sue Hubbard 


15 


2D:ARMS:MND:CMPL:NTRVN 














f 1 
£ 
$ 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


A 98 ' 

PROOF OF SERVICE 

I, the undersigned, certify and decalre that 1 am a 

citizen of the United States, over the age of 18 years, employed 

in the County of Los Angeles, State of California, and not a 

party to the within action. On December 7, 1982 I served a 

true copy of the attached AMENDED COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION FOR 
CONVERSION [CC §53336], INVASION OF PRIVACY, POSSESSION OF 
PERSONAL PROPERTY [CC §§3379, 3380], AND DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF [CCP 525, 526]. 

on the_ parties _ in said action by placing said copy 

thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully 

prepaid, in the United States mail in the City of Los Angeles, 

County of Los Angeles, State of California, addressed as follows: 

Contos & Bunch 
5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd. 

Suite 400 

Woodland Hills, CA 91367 
Howard Stechel 

1st International Bank Building 
6255 Sunset Blvd. 

Suite 2000 

Los Angeles^ CA, 90028 

and there is regular communication by mail between the place of 

/ 

mailing and the place so addressed. 

* 

I hereby certify that I am employed in the office of a 
member of the Bar of this Court at whose direction the service 
was made. 

Executed on December 7, 1982 _, at Los Angeles, 

California. 


Paula k 7 Litt 
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••05 Topanoa Canton •ovlcvano 
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WOODLAND HILLS. CALIFORNIA #1157 
< * 13 ) 716*3400 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


H OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
IA, a California 
ration, 

Plaintiff, 


-vs- 


ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 
10, inclusive. 

Defendants. 


) NO. C420 153 
) 

) ANSWER TO COMPLAINT BY 
) GERALD ARMSTRONG 
) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


COKES NOW defendant, GERALD ARMSTRONG, for himself and 
no other defendant, admits, denies and alleges as follows: 

1 . 

ANSWER TO GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

(1) Defendant admits paragraph 1. 

(2) Defendant denies that there are or should be any 

individuals named as defendants in said action. . 

(3) Defendant admits that he was a member of the 
of Scientology and a member of the Sea Organization from 

ry 1971 until December, 1980, but denies that the Sea 
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|Lganiz ation 1S a "fraternal organization" or that members 
Hf the Sea Organization take "special vows of confidentiality". 

% 

inefendant states that members of the Church of Scientology in 
igeneral are often coerced into signing various legal documents, 
»the contents of which they either do not know or are informed 
ptiiat the documents are just "for the government" and that 
■^embers need not be concerned about them. Defendant states 
that the "non-disclosure and release bond" commonly utilized 
by the plaintiff was considered to be unenforceable as a legal 
document and contrary to public policy. Defendant states that 
the non-disclosure and release bonds are generally used to 
conceal criminal and tortious acts, conduct, policies, and 
"operations" of the plaintiff which are designed to perpetrate 
such acts. 

(4) Defendant denies that he was a staff member 
of the plaintiff and denies the remaining allegations of 
par. 4. Defendant's position and membership in the Church of 
Scientology is more specifically set forth in the Cross-Complaint 
made a part hereof. 

(5) Defendant denies that the plaintiff is a not- 
for-profit corporation, admits that it is organized under the 
laws of the state of California, denies that it is a religious 
organization and admits that it has a principal place of business 
in Los Angeles, California. 

(6) Defendant admits that he was responsible and 
appointed by L. Ron Hubbard to a project involving the collection 
and maintenance of information and materials about Hubbard 

and his commencement of Scientology. Defendants denies that 


- 2 - 









A 101 

that Scientology is a religion but rather claims that it 
is a criminal conspiracy fraudulently started by Hubbard 
that has engaged in a continuous pattern of criminal, 
fraudulent and tortious operations, practices and policies 
since its inception right up to the present date. Defendant 
denies that he was an agent of the plaintiff but rather as 
a party to a contract with Hubbard. Defendant states 
that Hubbard had absolute control of all plaintiffs' accounts, 
that plaintiff acted as the agent of Hubbard and that any and 
all of his activities were not conducted for the plaintiff 
but rather for Hubbard. Defendant denies that any and all 
materials collected or maintained by him in said project are 
the personal property of plaintiff, but rather states that said 
materials constitute his property or the property of Omar V. 
Garrison. Defendant further states that the materials and 
documents collected by him in said project in many respects 
reveal a consistent pattern of fraud perpetrated by Hubbard 
through his agent, the plaintiff, upon members of the Church 
of Scientology and the public at large. Defendant asserts that 
the membership of the Church of Scientology and the general 
public have an interest in said materials and documents in 
order to reveal the falsity of numerous representations uni¬ 
formly made in writing by Hubbard and the plaintiff. 

(7) Defendant admits that the purpose of 

# 

gathering and collecting the materials in his contract with 
Hubbard was for the purpose of providing those materials to 
Omar V. Garrison to write a biography of Hubbard. Defen¬ 
dant asserts that he learned the contents of 
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numerous materials they realized that Hubbard's background, 
qualifi cat i° ns » credentials and claims as represented by 

% 

him and the plaintiff as his agent in writing have been 
uniformly misrepresented and constitute a fraud on the public 
at large which is purchasing plaintiff's publications and 
also upon Church membership. 

II. 

ANSWER TO FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(8) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 
answer contained in answer 1 through 7 above and incorporates 
the same herein as though fully set forth herein. 

(9) Defendant denies the allegations in par. 9 and 
claims that any materials in his possession were and are properly 
in his possession and constitutes the property of him or Omar 
Garrison, but that the plaintiff is "a public figure" and that 
the information contained in any materials and documents in 

his possession should be properly known to the public. 

(10) Defendant denies that the property recited in 
the Complaint has any value apart from the value of the infor¬ 
mation contained in the documents. Defendant states that the 
value of the information contained in the documents is incalculable 
because if said information was made known to the public at 
large and/or the membership of the Church of Scientology it 
would uniformly refute almost all of the claims made about 
Hubbard, his background, qualifications, credentials and purposes 
in beginning the Church of Scientology. 

//// 
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(11) Defendant denies that he wrongfully converted 
| #n y property but claims that said property was and is properly 

K % 

lin his possession and/or the possession of Omar V. Garrison. 

H- 

Defendant further states that the xerography and use of any 
photographic paper or chemicals was for Hubbard and not for 
the plaintiff and that said xerography and photographic paper 
and chemicals were properly utilized by him. 

(12) Defendant denies that plaintiff has made any 
proper written demand for said documents or materials, on the 
grounds that said materials and documents do not belong to the 
plaintiff but rather to the defendant and/or Omar Garrison. 
Defendant also denies that there was anv wrongful taking 

and conversion of any propertv by defendant. 

(13) Defendant denies that there has been any con¬ 
version of anv property or that any property in his possession 
belongs to the plaintiff and therefore denies that the plaintiff 
has incurred any damage in connection with any effort to regain 
said property. 

(14) Defendant denies that any of his acts were in¬ 
tentional, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious, oppressive, 

or were committed with intent to defraud plaintiff or in disregard 
of the rights of the plaintiff. Defendant denies that plaintiff 
is entitled to recover any damages, but rather asserts that he 
is entitled to recover damages cs more fully set forth in his 
Cross-Complaint filed herewith. 


//// 

//// 

//// 
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SECOND CAUSr . OF ACTION 

% 

(15) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 
answer contained in paragraphs 1 through 7 above and incorporates 
them herein as though fully set forth herein. 

(16) Defendant denies that he became a fiduciary 

to the plaintiff regarding any materials or documents under his 
custody or control or that he assumed any legal, duty to the 
plaintiff except a legal duty in contract with Hubbard to 
write his biography with Garrison with whom defendant had an 
agreement as research assistant to provide documents and other 
relevant materials for the biography project. 


(17) Defendant denies that there is any conflict of 
interest between him and the plaintiff and/or the Ralston Pilot 
Publishing Company in violation of any fiduciary duty. 

(18) Defendant denies the enforceability or validity 
of Exhibit B to the Complaint. Defendant states that the non¬ 
disclosure and confidentiality bonds referred to are in violation 
of public policy, constitute a fraud on the general public and 
Church membership, and have been adjudicated to be unenforceable 

in the case of Church of Scientology v. La Venda Van Schaick, et al 


Clark County, Nevada, Civil No. A196800. Defendant further 
States that any and all information contained in the documents 
and materials which he collected on behalf of Hubbard for Omar 
V. Garrison contain information about a "public figure", do 
not constitute trade secrets, reveal evidence of a sustained 
pattern of criminal fraud and misrepresentation, and that it is 
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in violation of public policy to coerce the execution of 
non-disclosure and confidentiality bonds in said circumstance! 
Defendant denies that he has intentionally and without legal 
excuse breached any duty of confidentiality. 

(19) Defendant denies that he has made any unauthor: 
disclosure of any confidential information, or that he has 
caused injury to any reputation or diminution in value of any 
materials. Defendant asserts that the referenced biography 
of Hubbard cannot be written with the uniform misrepresentatii 
and fraudulent policies and practices exercised by the plaint: 
because the information contained in the documents which he 
collected reveal said misrepresentation and fraud. Defendant 
further alleges that the truth of the matter contained in sail 
materials is a defense to any claims for damaqes based upon 
defamation. Defendant further states that public policy for¬ 
bids the concealment of the information contained in said doc - 
ments and materials and encourages the dissemination and dis¬ 
closure of said information. 

(20) Defendant denies that plaintiff is or can make 
any demand to cease unauthorized disclosures of confidential 
information, or that the information is confidential or that 
he can be prevented from making said disclosures in the form 
of affidavits to appropriate courts for the purpose of criroin 
and civil litigation. 

(21) Defendant denies that any unauthorized disclos 
of confidential information have caused any damages to the 
plaintiff, or that the plaintiff has standing to assert any 
such damages, or that an authorized biography of Hubbard can 
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be written by the plaintiff which is not false and fraudulent, 
unless the plaintiff admits the truth of the information con- 

% 

tained in the documents and materials which he collected. 

(22) Defendant denies that any of his acts were 
intentional, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious or oppressive 
and committed with intent to defraud the plaintiff or in reckless 
disregard of plaintiff's rights and denies that plaintiff is 
entitled to any damages, but rather claims damages as set forth 
in the counterclaim herein. 

IV. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

(23) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 
answer contained in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 15 through 22 
above and incorporates them by reference as though fully set 
forth herein. 

(24) Defendant denies that he has converted any pro¬ 
perty of the plaintiff in breach of any fiduciary duty or that 
he will be unjustly enriched at plaintiff's expense. Defendant 
denies that a constructive trust should be impressed upon said 
property or that he should be named as trustee on behalf of 
the plaintiff. Defendant claims that any attempt to prevent 
the disclosure of any of the information in said documents and 
materials will be a prior restraint on freedom of speech and 

* 

expression in violation of the First Amendment to the United 
States Constitution. Defendant further states that any infor¬ 
mation in said documents is information about a public figure 
and said information should be made available to the general 
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public and to the membership of the Church of Scientology. 

Iy . 

answer to request for declaratory and injuctive relief 

(25) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 
answer contained in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 15 through 22 
above and incorpates than herein as though fully set forth 
herein. 

(26) Defendant admits that there is a controversy 
between plaintiff and defendant because plaintiff has brought 
the subject action. Defendant denies the subject action was 
properly brought but that it is merely intended to be harassive 
and vexatious, and defendants denies that he owes any duty of 
fiduciary or other nature to the plaintiff. 

(27) Defendant admits that a judicial determination 
of the respective rights and duties of the parties must now 
be made because the suit has been harassively and vexatiously 
brought by the plaintiff, but defendant denies that h§ owes 
any duties and obligations to the plaintiff but rather the 
plaintiff is responsible for fraudulent misrepresentation and 
other torts more fully set forth in the Cross-Complaint filed herewith. 
Defendant denies that a constructive trust should be imposed upon 
said property. 

(28) Defendant admits that a judicial declaration is 

♦ 

now necessary in the subject action. 

(29) Defendant denies that this Court should prelimi¬ 
narily or permanently enjoin the defendant from unauthorized 
dissemination of any information contained in said documents 
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0 n the grounds that the information is not confidential, 
that it is in violation of public policy to conceal it, that 
plaintiff has no standing in which to bring the subject action, 
an d that information, unless it is in the form of a trade 
secret, is not protected under the law. 

VII. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Defendant answers as follows to the plaintiff's prayers 

(1) Defendant denies that general and special 
damages as to the first cause of action should be awarded to 
the plaintiff. 

(2) Defendant denies that the Court should order the 
return of any property to the plaintiff based on the first cause 
of action. 

(3) Defendant denies that general and special damages 
should be accorded to the plaintiff on the second cause of 
action. 

(4) Defendant denies that this Court should issue 
either a temporary restraining order or a preliminary or per¬ 
manent injunction prohibiting him from disseminating any in¬ 
formation about the plaintiff, and that any such order would 

be in violation of his right to freedom of speech and expression 
under the United States Constitution, Amendment 1. 

(5) Defendant denies that punitive and exemplary 
damages in the amount of $50,000.00 should be awarded per 
cause of action. 

(6) Defendant denies that a constructive trust should 
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t>e impressed upon any property in the possession of the 
defendant. 

% 

(7) Defendant denies that any materials in the 
project referred to can be disseminated, copied or made avail¬ 
able to the public only with the express authorization of the 
Church of Scientology of California. 

(8) Defendant denies that reasonable attorneys' 
fees or costs should be awarded in such action, except as set 
forth hereinafter in defendant's counterclaim. 

VIII. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

(1) And further answering to the Complaint, defendant 
states that the plaintiff's action is barred by the doctrine 

of unclean hands. Plaintiff has engaged in a 30-year history 
of criminal and tortious conduct, abuse of the judicial system, 
and specific written policies to attack, "sue", "cheat", "lie 
to", "steal from" and destroy any person or entity which it 
perceives to be an enemy. The plaintiff's criminal and tortious 
policies have been recognized by numerous courts,and the doctrine 
of unclean hands has been specifically applied to plaintiff's 
conduct in bringing frivolous, vexatious and harassive legal 
actions. 

(2) And further answering to the Complaint, defendant 

» 

states that the plaintiff's action is barred by the doctrine 
of laches. Hubbard has been in possession of most of the 
information contained in the documents for the past 30 years. 

The documents and materials collected have been in the possession 
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m f omar Garrison for a period covering at least : 

1 1 0 early 1982. Plaintiff's failure to prohibit t 
0 f the documents and information tc Garrison, a t 
n ot a member of the plaintiff Church, bars any an< 
releif to prevent the dissemination of documents t 
parties or to recover damages for said dissemination. 

(3) And further answering, defendant states that 

the plaintiff does not have standing to bring the present action. 
The documents and materials only have value in so far as they 
contain ifnormation about L. Ron Hubbard, a public figure. The 
information contianed in said documents could only be barred 
from dissemination if it constituted trade secrets, was defamatory, 
or violated a right of privacy of L. Ron Hubbard. Since Hubbard 
has not asserted any claim to said materials on the violation 
of either his rights of privacy, or the unlawful dissemination 
of trade secrets or defamatory information, plaintiff has no 
standing to assert said claim on his behalf. 

(4) And further answering, defendant states that 
plaintiff cannot be entitled to damages or injunctive relief 

as a matter of law unless the documents and materials collected 
by defendant and the information contained therein have been 
disseminated in violation of rights of privacy of L. Ron Hubbard, 
constitute false and defamatory statements, or constitute trade 
secrets. 

(5) And further answering, defendant states that*it 
is against public policy and in violation of defendant's rights 
under the First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution to prevent 
him from disclosing or disseminating the information contained 
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in the su ^D ect documents and materials, or the docui 
materials themselves. 

WHEREFORE, defendant prays that plaintiff 
and that defendant be given judgment against plaint 
costs incurred herein and for such other and further relief as 
jnay seem just and proper. 

DATED: September 16, 1982 

CONTOS & BUNCH 


I! 

«23: 

i j 

24 
25 ! : 



K. BUNCH 
Attorneys for Defendant, 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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VERIFICATION BY PARTY (466. 2015.5 C. C. P.) 

state of California, county of Los Angeles 

,,ht - Defendant - 


in the abo\e entitled action or proceeding. I have read the foregoing AN£ll EtR HjQ COMP TAT NT 


and kn<>« the contents thereof, and / certify that the same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which ore therein 


stoted upon nty information or belief, and as to those matters / believe it to be true. 


I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed on 



PROOF OF SFRVICE BY MAIL (1013*, 2015.5 C C. P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

/ am a resident oj the county aforesaid: / am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action: my business 
address is 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd., Ste. 400, Woodland Hills, CA 91367 


OH September 17 <c 82 , ttrvtd , ht M ANSWER TO COMPLAINT BY, 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 1 

on ,h< parties herein _ 

in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope wtth postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail 

a , _ Woodland Kills _ 

addressed as follows: 


CARL E. KOHLWECK 

GREY & KOilLWECK 

1821 Wilshire Blvd., Ste. 210 

Santa Monica, CA 90403 


JOHN G. PETERSON 
TRABISH & PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way, Ste. 902 
Marina Del Rev, CA 90291 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Sept. 17, 1982 Woodland Rills 


Executed on 


~Fdate) 


. at- 


To (place) 

v /O •’ / 

Signature 

PAi ETA J. PUCKER 


.. California 
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• 1h 0 | c alm okma. county or 
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the- 


} thr-obi» yf entitled umon or proceeding. /ha\r read the foregoing. 


Am »h the contents thereof. and l ccrti/i that the some is true of my oh/i knowledge, except os to those matters uhich arc therein 
MQtcJ npon m\ information or beluf. and as to those matters I believe it to be true. 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 
Executed on -r-,-- at _ 


(Jute) 


(place) 


Cahforma 


Signature 

PROOF OF SIRVICE BY MAIL (1013a. 2015.5 C. C. P.) 

STA1L 01 CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

l am a resident oj the counts aforesaid; ! am oser the age oj eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action, my business 
address it 

5855 Topanya Canyon Blvd., Ste. 400, Woodland Hills CA 91367 


On. 


September 17 


.. IV 


82 


/ serxed the within 


ANSWER TO COMPLAINT 


parties herein 


on ihf. 

m <u,Ja<n.,n XXXC-IXXX KX HttXK KKX£iXKX&XXXM,KKK)fiXMjXHHXlWmWiXX.yiXJXXXiXttXiX}lXjX 

xx_BY . HAND. DELIYER.Y_TQ_;_ 

LAWRENCE E. HELLER 

LENSKE, LENSKE, HELLER & MAGASIN . 

A Law Corporation 

6400 Canoga Ave., Ste. 315 

Woodland Hills, CA 91367 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct 


.. , Sept. 17, 1982 

1 \etuted on _ £_ __ , __ 

I Jute) 


Wood land Hills 

TplcueT 


., California 




Signature 0 

T.F.NA PEYTON 


I'x. HLQ7 7 
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CAL 1tviu>—--. 


vs. 


Plaintiff, 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al.. 
Defendants, 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Intervenor. 




Defendant/Defendant-In-Intervention, GERALD ARMSTRONG, 
for himself alone, answers the unverified Amended Complaint-In- 
Intervention on file herein as follows: 

1. Denies each and every allegation of each cause of 
action thereof. 

2. Denies plaintiff-in-intervention was damaged in any 
sum alleged, or any other sum. 

Ill 


III 


oeC E«VED 

* jftN-6 88 3 
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FIRST AFF IR MATIVE D EFENSE 

3. Alleges that plaintiff-in-intervention’s alleged 
causes of action, each, do not state facts sufficient to 
constitute a cause of action against said defendant/defendant-in- 
intervention. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

4. Alleges that plaintiff-in-intervention's damages, if 
any, were caused and contributed to by plaintiff-in-intervention's 
own negligence. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

5. Alleges that the plaintiff-in-intervention's action 
is barred by the doctrine of unclean hands. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

6. Alleges that the plaintiff-in-intervention's action 
is barred by the doctrine of laches. L. Ron Hubbard has been in 
possession of most of the information contained in the documents 
for the past 30 years. The documents and materials collected 
have been in the possession of Omar Garrison for a period covering 
at least from 1980 to early 1982 and were in the rightful possess¬ 
ion and custody of defendant/defendant-in-intervention. Plaintiff- 
in-intervention's failure to prohibit the dissemination of the 
documents and information to Garrison, a third party, not a member 
of the plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, bars any 

and all equitable relief to prevent the dissemination of documents 
to other third parties or to recover damages for said dissemination. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

7. Alleges that the plaintiff-in-intervention does not 
have standing to bring the present action. The documents and 
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llaterials only have value insofar as they contain information 
Lfcout L• Ron Hubbard, a public figure. The information contained 
"in said documents could only be barred from dissemination if it 
constituted trade secrets, was defamatory, or violated a right of 
privacy of L. Ron Hubbard. Since L. Ron Hubbard has not asserted 
an y claim to said materials on the violation of either’his rights 
of privacy, or the unlawsul dissemination of trade secrets or 
defamatory information, plaintiff-in-intervention has no standing 
to assert said claim on his behalf. 


SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 


8. Alleges that plaintiff-in-intervention cannot be 
entitled to damages or injunctive relief as a matter of law 
unless the documents and materials collected by defendant and 
the information contained therein have been disseminated in 
violation of rights of privacy of L. Ron Hubbard, constitute 


false and defamatory statements, or constitute trade secrets. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 
9. Alleges that it is against public policy'and in 


violation of defendant-in-intervention's rights under the First 
Amendment to the U. S. Constitution to prevent him from dis¬ 
closing or disseminating the information contained in the subject 


documents and materials, or the documents and materials themselves 


III 
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WHEREFORE, defendant/defendant-in-intervention asks 
judgment as follows: 

1. That plaintiff-in-intervention take nothing; 

2. For costs of suit; and 

3. For other proper relief. 


Dated: January 5, 1983 

CONTOS S. BUNCH 


By:__ 

BRUCE M. BUNCH 

Attorneys for the Defendant/ 
Defendant-In-Intervention 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 


-4- 
















VERIFICATION BN PARTY (466. 2015 5 C. C P.) 
STATt Ol CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF ^ 118 


/ 0111 the* 


in the above entitled action or proceeding. I have read the foregoing _ 


a nd know the contents thereof: and l certify that the same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which are therein 
stated upon my information or belief, and as to those matters / believe it to be true. 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 
Executed on ___ at~ 


(date) 


(place) 


California 


Signature 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL (1013a. 2015.5 C. C. P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF 

l am a resident oj the county aforesaid: / am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action, my business 
address is: 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd., Ste. 400, Woodland Hills, CA 91367 
0n January 5, 


JO 8 3 . . . ... ANSWER TO AMENDED 

.. 19 -/ served the within _ 


COMPLAINT IN INTERVENTION 


on , he _ interested parties ___ 

in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail 

al _ Woodland Hills, CA __ 

addressed as follows: 

HOWARD J. STECHEL, 6255 Sunset Boulevard, Ste. 2000, Los Angeles, 
California 90028 

TRABISH & PETERSON, 4676 Admiralty Way, Ste. 902, Marina del 
Rey, California 90291 Attention: John G. Peterson 

BARRETT S. LITT, Esq., 617 South Olive St., Ste. 1000, 

Los Angeles, California 90014 


/ declare. under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Wood 1 and H i 


Executed on _January S.,_1983 at. 

(date) 


//7 


Ma 


rqarpfCrook ^nature 


.. California 

















































CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 


Plaintiff, 


CASE NO. C 420 153 

FIRST AMENDED ANSWER TO 
AMENDED COMPLAINT IN 
INTERVENTION 


vs. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al. 

Defendants, 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Intervenor. 


Defendant, GERALD ARMSTRONG, for himself alone, answers 
the unverified Amended Complaint-In_Intervention on file herein 
as follows: 

1. Denies each and every allegation of each cause of 
action thereof. 

2. Denies plaintiff-in-intervention was damaged in any 
sum alleged, or any other sum. 

/// 

/// 

/// 


(SPACX BXLOW FOR RILING STAMP ONLY) i 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 
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Attorneys for. Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG 


CONTOS ft BUNCH 
Lawyers 

5855 Toranoa Canyon Boulevaro 
Suite 400 

WOODLAND HILLS. CALIFORNIA 01367 
(213 > 7)6 0400 
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FIRST AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

3. Alleges that plaintiff-in-intervention's alleged 
cause of action, each, do not state facts sufficient to 
constitute a cause of action against said defendant. 

SECOND AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 


4. Alleges that plaintiff-in-intervention's damages, if 
any, were caused and contributed to by plaintiff-in-intervention's 
own negligence. 

THIRD AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 


5. Alleges that plaintiff and intervenor should be 
barred from seeking equitable relief by way of injunction in that 
plaintiff and intervenor come before this Court with unclean 
hands. Plaintiff and intervenor seek by way of injunction to 
suppress/destroy evidence of frauds in that the documents and 
materials presently under seal in this case evidence numerous 
frauds regarding the alleged background and accomplishments 
of L. Ron Hubbard, founder of Dianetics and Scientology, frauds 
which have been perpetrated upon defendant and thousands of 
Scientology followers and the public. 

FOURTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 


6. Alleges that plaintiff and intervenor should be 


- 2 - 
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jarred from seeking equitable relief or any recovery herein in 
that plaintiff and intervenor were involved in the destruction — 
by shredding of documents, which documents defendant saved from 
destruction and preserved. Defendant fears that should the 
documents and materials presently under seal be returned to 
plaintiff and/or intervenor pursuant to injunction, that 
spoliation would again result. Said documents and materials are 
highly relevant evidence to defendant's Cross-Complaint in this 
case and all the-Scientology litigation. 

FIFTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

7. Alleges that the plaintiff-in-intervention's action 
is barred by the doctrine of laches. L. Ron Hubbard has been in 
possession of most of the information contained in the documents 
for the past 30 years. The documents and materials collected 
have been in the possession of Omar Garrison for a period covering 
at least from 1980 to early 1982 and were in the righ’tful. posses¬ 
sion and custody of defendant. Plaintiff-in-intervention's 
failure to prohibit the dissemination of the documents and infor¬ 
mation to Garrison, a third party, not a member of the plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CLAIFORNIA, bars any and all equitable 
relief to prevent the dissemination of documents to other third 
parties or to recover damages for said dissemination. 


/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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SIXTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 


8. Alleges that the plaintiff-in-intervention does not 
have standing to bring the present action. The documents and 
materials only have value insofar as they contain information 
about L. Ron Hubbard, a public figure. The information contained 
j_n said documents could only be barred from dissemination if it 
constituted trade secrets, was defamatory, or violated a right of 
privacy of L. Ron Hubbard. Since L. Ron Hubbard has not asserted 
any claim to said materials on the violation of either his rights 
0 f privacy, or the unlawful dissemination of trade secrets or 
defamatory information, plaintiff-in-intervention has no standing 
to assert said claim on his behalf. 

SEVENTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

9. Alleges that plaintiff-in-intervention cannot be 
entitled to damages or injunctive relief as a matter - of law 
unless the documents and materials collected by defendant and 
the information contained therein have been disseminated in 
violation of rights of privacy of L. Ron Hubbard, constitute 
false and defamatory statements, or constitute trade secrets. 

EIGHTH AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE 

10. Alleges that it is against public policy and in 
violation of defendant's rights under the First Amendment to 
the U.S. Constitution to prevent him from disclosing or 
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disseminating the information contained in the subject documents 
and materials, or the documents and materials themselves. 

WHEREFORE, defendant asks judgment as follows: 

1. That plaintiff-in-intervention take nothing; 

2. For costs of suit; and 

3. For other proper relief. 

DATED: March 16, 1984. 

CONTOS & BUNCH 

By:__ 

JULIA DRAGOJEVIC 
Attorneys for Defendants 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 


- 5 - 
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DRIGINai Fll£D 

H °v 101982 

COUNTY a rug 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, INC., a California 
Corporation, 


GERALD ARMSTRONG et al.. 
Defendants. 


TO ALL PARTIES AND TO THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD HEREIN: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT on November 9. 1982 at 9:00 A.M. in 
Department 82 of the above-entitled Honorable Court, The Honorable 
Frances Rothschild, Judge Presiding, there came on regularly 

for hearing the Motion of Plaintiff to Strike Portions of the 
Answer and Affirmative Defenses of Defendant Gerald Armstrong. 
Plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA was represented by 
Howard J. Stechel. Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG was represented by 
Contos & Bunch by Julia Dragojevic. The matter was argued. The 
Court took the matter under submission. The Court, having consid- 


) CASE NO. C 420 153 

) 

) NOTICE OF RULING 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

1 


LAW OPFICKS 
HOWARD J. STECHCL 

A PKOFIIIIONAL CORPORATION 
JT|*1T INTERSTATE Bank Building 
0159 SUNIIT BOULEVARD. SUITE 2000 
LOS AHOKLCS. CALIFORNIA SOOSS 
(SIS) 


Attorney for- 


Plaintiff 
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re d the papers submitted in support of and in opposition to the 
(notion, having heard the oral arguments of counsel for each of the 
parties, and being fully apprised, ruled as follows» 

1. The motion of plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIF¬ 
ORNIA to Strike the First Affirmative Defense of Defendant GERALD 
ARMSTRONG, contained in Paragraph (l) of the Affirmative Defenses in 
said Answer of Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG, alleging the defense of 
unclean hands, is GRANTED, and said Affirmative Defense is hereby 
STRICKEN based upon each of the grounds asserted by moving party 

iCHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA on said motion. 

2. Leave to amend any part of said Answer was not granted 
to Defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG. 

3. The motion of plaintiff to strike was in all other 
respects DENIED. 

4. Counsel for plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 
to give notice of ruling. 




21 


DATED: November 9. 1982 







IOWARD J. STECHEL 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA 


^ 4 - 
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Church of Scientology of California vs. Gerald Armstrong, Case # 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES c 4 20 153 


VERIFICATION (CCP 446 / 2015.5) 

I the undersigned, say (applicable paragraph checked): 

□ I am a party to this action. I have read the attached document and know its contents. The mattars stated in it are true of my 
own knowledge except as to thoee matters which are stated on information and belief, and js to those matters I believe them 
to be true. 

□ lam an officer a partner of—___ 

a party to this action, and am authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that 
reason. I have read the foregoing document and know its contents. I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that 
the miners stated in it are true. 


□ I am (one of) the attomey(s) for____ 

a party to this action. Such party is absent from the county aforesaid where such attomey(s) have their office, and I make 
this verification for and on behalf of that party for that reason. 1 have read the above document and know its contents. I am 
informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in it are true. 


I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 
Executed on-—, 19__ at. 


Notice of Ruling 

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL (CCP 1013* / 2015.5) 

I, the undersigned, am a resident of and/or employed in the county aforesaid; I am over the aj 
within action; my business address is: 



.California. 


Signature— 


> of 18 and not a party to the 


6255 Sunset Boulevard, Suite 2000, Los Angeles, CA. 90028 

On the date indicated below (date of execution) I served the attached document on the parties to the within action, as identified 
below by their address or the address of their attorney of record, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope 
with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States Mall at the city indicated below in which this Proof of Service by Mail 
has been executed, said envelopefs) addressed as follows: 


Contos & Bunch 

5855 Topanga Canyon Boulevard 
Suite 400 

Woodland Hills, California 91367 


I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

□ (Federal) I declare that I am employed by the office of a member of the bar of this Court at whose direction the service was 
made. 

November 9. to 82 .. ,*Los Angeles reform* 


Signature^ 

// IIwflAAU J • OTzSun&lj 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT 

Received a copy of the above-described document on_ 

Signature: 


4 date) 


FOR: 


Name or person, firm or entity for whom receipt is acknowledged. 
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j^hurch of Scientology of 
i£ a lif° rn ia, etc., 

Jkrs 

"Gerald Armatrong, et al.. 


pio'inhif lor /cross-def endant 


Lenske, Lenske, Heller &./'• 
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Counsel for 
Defendont 


Magasin 
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(STACK BSLOW TOE FXUMO STAMP OKLY) 


CONTOS & BUNCH 

Lawyers 

5089 Toramoa Canyon Boulevaro 
lUITE 400 

WOODLAND HILLS* CALIFORNIA SI967 
(SI3) 710*9400 


Ftu£d 


/*Ay/F< 


, Defendant, GERALD ARMSTRONG 

Attorney for--- 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
corporation. 

Plaintiffs, 


vs. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 
through 10, Inclusive, 

Defendants. 


CASE NO. C 420 153 

NOTICE OF MOTION AND MOTION 
FOR LEAVE TO FILE AN AMENDED 
ANSWER; DECLARATION OF 
BRUCE M. BUNCH; AND MEMORANDUM 
OR POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN 
SUPPORT THEREOF (C.C.P. §473) 

DATE: January 4, 1983 
TIME: 9:00 A.M. 

DEPT: 83 


TO: PLAINTIFF, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, AND THEIR 

RESPECTIVE ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that on January 4, 1983, at 9:00 A.M. 
or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, in Department 83 
of the above entitled Court located at 111 North Hill Street, 

Los Angeles, California 90012, Defendant, GERALD ARMSTRONG will 
move the Court to allow him to file a First Amended Answer to 
Complaint. 

This motion is made on the ground that the defense of 
unclean hands is a valid and viable defense to an action for 
injunction, that said defense was apparently inadvertently 
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stricken by the Court in its ruling on Plaintiff's Motion to 
Strike; and, that justice and fairness would be promoted by 
allowing the Answer to be amended to include this defense. 
DATED: December 13, 1982 

CONTOS i. BUNCH 


B y _-- 

BRUCE M. BUNCH 
Attorney for Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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DECLARATION OF BRUCE M. BUNCH 


I, BRUCE M. BUNCH, DECLARE: 

I am an attorney at law duly authorized to practice 
jjefore all of the Courts in the State of California, and am a 
partner in the law firm of Contos & Bunch, attorneys of record 
for GERALD ARMSTRONG, Defendant herein. 

The Complaint of Plaintiff, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY, seeks 
among other things, the equitable remedy of injunction against > 
GERALD ARMSTRONG. The original Answer filed on behalf of 
Mr. ARMSTRONG contained a First Affirmative Defense for 
unclean hands. Said Affirmative Defense contained a good deal 
of factual information, which this Court found to be 
extraneous. 

On November 9, 1982, Plaintiff's Motion to Strike 
Defendant, ARMSTRONG'S Answer and Affirmative Defenses to 
Plaintiff's Complaint was heard before this Court. That Motion 
sought to strike numerous allegations, paragraphs, and defenses. 
On this Motion, the Court only struck the First Affirmative 
Defense of Defendant's Answer. 

The original First Affirmative Defense contained extensive 
extraneous factual material which was basically irrelevant to 
the proper assertion of the defense of unclean hands. However, 
it is Hornbook Law that the defense of unclean hands is a valid 
defense to a cause of action for injunctive relief. Unless 
Defendant herein is allowed to amend the Answer to reassert, 
properly this time, the Affirmative Defense of unclean hands, 
that defense will be lost to him. It is therefore, respectfully 
submitted, that to allow such an amendment would be in the 
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•rtherance of justice, and that therefore this Motion should 
granted. Plaintiff can demonstrate absolutely no prejudice 
f this Motion is granted in that this matter has just commenced 
^‘the litigation process and Plaintiff will have plenty of time 
'to conduct discovery in connection with this claim. 

Based upon the foregoing reasons, it is respectfully 
requested that this Court grant this Motion and allow this 
Defendant, GERALD ARMSTRONG, leave to amend his Answer by 
filing the attached proposed First Amended Answer to Complaint. 

A true and correct copy of the proposed Amended Answer is hereto 
as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein by reference. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct. 

Executed this 14 th day of December, 1982, at Woodland 
Hills, California. 


E* 


w ! ::m.3unch 


BRUCE M. BUNCH 
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MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES 

1 

THIS COURT MAY ALLOW AN AMENDMENT TO 
ANY PLEADING ON ANY TERMS WHICH THE 
COURT, IN ITS DISCRETION, DEEMS TO 

BE JUST . 

California Code of Civil Procedure , §473. 

Code Section 473 specifically allows the Court to 
exercise its discretion in considering whether or not to allow 
a party to amend any pleading. The general policy of the law 
in this State is to allow great liberality in amendment of 
pleadings prior to trial, and even during trial itself, so as 
to allow the parties to properly present their causes of action 
or defenses thus furthering justice by insuring a trial on the 
true merits of the case. Atchinson, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad 
Company vs. Superior Oil Company , 243 Cal. App. 2d 289, 52 Cal. 
Rptr. 53 (1966); Dunzweiler vs. Superior Court , 267 Cal. App. 2d 
569, 73 Cal. Rptr. 331 (1968). 

The extent of this liberality is demonstrated by the 
case of Re-Development Agency of the City of Fresno, Inc, vs. 
Herrold , 86 Cal. App. 3d 1024, 150 Cal. Rptr. (1978), wherein 
the Court held that if a Motion to amend pleadings is timely 
made, and if granting of that Motion will not prejudice the 
opposing party, it is error to refuse permission to amend, and 
furthermore, where that refusal to amend also results in the 
party being deprived of a right to assert a meritorious defense. 


- 5 - 























A 133 

it is not only error but an abuse of discretion. 


While the power of this Court to issue an injunction has 
specifically been authorized by the Legislature in the California 
Code of Civil Procedure SS525, et.seq., nonetheless, it is 
Hornbook Law that the analysis undertaken by the Court in grant¬ 
ing such an injunction, as well as the inherent power of the 
Court to grant such an injunction, is equitable in nature. For 
these reasons, one clearly valid defense to an injunction is 
that defense of unclean hands. Cal. Jur. 3d, Injunctions , §17. 

Based upon the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted 
that to allow this amendment to properly reassert the valid 
defense of unclean hands would be in the furtherance of justice 
and would not prejudice Plaintiff herein. 

For these reasons, it is respectfully requested that 
this Court grant this Motion and accept for filing the attached 
proposed Amended Answer. 

DATED: December 13, 1982 V- 


\ 


CONTOS & BUNCH 


By 




BRUCE M. BUNCH 


Attorney for Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 



i 

i 
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CONTOG a BUNCH 
Lawyers 

9059 Toranoa Canyon Boulevard 
Burn 400 

WOODLAND HILLS, CALIFORNIA 9136? 
(313) 716-0400 


Attorney fo r GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
corporation. 

Plaintiff, 


CASE NO: C 420 153 

FIRST AMENDED ANSWER 
TO COMPLAINT 


vs. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 
through 10, inclusive. 


) 
) 
) 

Defendants. ) 
_) 


COMES NOW defendant, GERALD ARMSTRONG, for himself and 
for no other defendant, admits, denies and alleges as follows: 

1 . 

ANSWER TO GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

(1) Defendant admits paragraph 1. 

(2) Defendant denies that there are or should be any 
other individuals named as defendants in said action. 

(3) Defendant admits that he was a member of the 
Church of Scientology and a member of the Sea Organization from 
February 1971 until December 1980, but denies that the Sea 
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u. organa 


zation is a "fraternal organization" or that members 
Sea Organization take "special vows of confidentiality". 

% 

ant states that members of the Church of Scientology in 
are often coerced into signing various legal documents, 
tents of which they either do not know or are informed 
documents are just "for the government" and that 
need not be concerned about them. Defendant states 
"non-disclosure and release bond" commonly utilized 
plaintiff was considered to be unenforceable as a legal 
and contrary to public policy. Defendant states 'that 
disclosure and release bonds are generally used to 
criminal and tortious acts, conduct, policies, and 
ons" of the plaintiff which are designed to perpetrate 
ts. 

(4) Defendant denies that he was a staff member 
plaintiff and denies the remaining allegations of 

Defendant's position and membership in the Church of 
logy is more specifically set forth in the Cross-Complaint 
part hereof. 

(5) Defendant denies that the plaintiff is a not- 
fit corporation, admits that it is organized under the 

the state of California, denies that it is a religious 
tion and admits that it has a principal place of business 
geles, California. 

(6) Defendant admits that he was responsible and 
by L. Ron Hubbard to a project involving the collection 

tenance of information and materials about Hubbard 
commencement of Scientology. Defendants denies that 
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Scientology is a religion, but rather claims that it 
criminal conspiracy fraudulently started by Hubbard 
has engaged in a continuous pattern of criminal, 
udulent and tortious operations, practices and policies 
L ce its inception right up to the present date. Defendant 
■ies that he was an agent of the plaintiff but rather as 
party to a contract with Hubbard. Defendant states 
at Hubbard had absolute control of all plaintiff's accounts, 
‘that plaintiff acted as the agent of Hubbard and that any and 
^11 of his activities were not conducted for the plaintiff 

B y 

ljut rather for Hubbard. Defendant denies that any and all 
iterials collected or maintained by him in said project are 
'the personal property of plaintiff, but rather states that said 
materials constitute his property or the property of Omar V. 
Garrison. Defendant further states that the materials and 
documents collected by him in said project in many respects 
'"reveal a consistent pattern of fraud perpetrated by Hubbard 
through his agent, the plaintiff, upon members of the Church 
of Scientology and the public at large. Defendant asserts that 
the membership of the Church of Scientology and the general 
public have an interest in said materials and documents in 
order to reveal the falsity of numerous representations uni¬ 
formly made in writing by Hubbard and the plaintiff. 

(7) Defendant admits that the purpose of 
gathering and collecting the materials in his contract with 
Hubbard was for the purpose of providing those materials to 
Omar V. Garrison to write a biography of Hubbard. Defendant 
asserts that when he learned the contents of 
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materials they realized that Hubbard’s background, 
[cations, credentials and claims as represented by 
t j ie plaintiff as his agent in writing have been 

misrepresented and constitute a fraud on the public 
L e which is purchasing plaintiff's publications and 
^Lipon Church membership. 


II. 

ANSWER TO FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(8) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 
►r contained in answer 1 through 7 above and incorporates 

r same herein as though fully set forth herein. 

(9) Defendant denies the allegations in par. 9 and 

lims that any materials in his possession were and are properly 

1: 

I his possession and. constitutes the property of him or Omar 

H. 

jrrison, but that the plaintiff is "a public figure" and that 
information contained in any materials and documents in 
ts possession should be properly known to the public. 

(10) Defendant denies that the property recited in 
te Complaint has any value apart from the value of the infor- 
ttion contained in the documents. Defendant states that the 
ilue of the information contained in the documents is incalculable 
because if said information was made known to the public at 
large and/or the membership of the Church of Scientology it 
would uniformly refute almost all of the claims made about 
Hubbard, his background, qualifications, credentials and purposes 
fin beginning the Church of Scientology. 

//// 
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(11) Defendant denies that he wrongfully converted 

property but,claims that said property was and is properly 

»is possession and/or the possession of Omar V. Garrison. 

* 

| en< 5ant further states that the xerography and use of any 
biographic paper or chemicals was for Hubbard and not for 
g plaintiff and that said xerography and photographic paper 
chemicals were properly utilized by him. 

(12) Defendant denies that plaintiff has made any 
>er written demand for said documents or materials, on the 
inds that said materials and documents do not belong to the 
Lntiff hut rather to the defendant and/or Omar Garrison. 

jfcndant also denies that there v/as any wrongful taking 
(conversion of any propertv by defendant. 

(13) Defendant denies that there has been any con- 
jion of any property or that any property in his possession 
)ngs to the plaintiff and therefore denies that the plaintiff 

^incurred any damage in connection with any effort to regain 
property. 

(14) Defendant denies that any of his acts were in- 
(.onal, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious, oppressive, 
sre committed with intent to defraud plaintiff or in disregard 
)e rights of the plaintiff. Defendant denies that plaintiff 
Jtitled to recover any damages, but rather asserts that he 
ititled to recover damages as more fully set forth in his 

pR-Complaint filed herewith. 
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SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

% 

(15) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 
r contained in paragraphs 1 through 7 above and incorporates 
herein as though fully set forth herein. 

(16) Defendant denies that he became a fiduciary 

t he plaintiff regarding any materials or documents under his 
tody or control or that he assumed any legal duty to the 
aintiff except a legal duty in contract with Hubbard to 
ite his biography with Garrison with whom defendant had an 
reement as research assistant to provide documents and other 
levant materials for the biography project. 


(17) Defendant denies that there is any conflict of 
erest between him and the plaintiff and/or the Ralston Pilot 
lishing Company in violation of any fiduciary duty. 

(18) Defendant denies the enforceability or validity • 
Exhibit B to the Complaint. Defendant states that the non¬ 
disclosure and confidentiality bonds referred to are in violation 

f public policy, constitute a fraud on the general public and 
Church membership, and have been adjudicated to be unenforceable 
in the case of Church of Scientology v. La Venda Van Schaick, et al 
Clark County, Nevada, Civil No. A196800. Defendant further 
states that any and all information contained in the documents 
and materials which he collected on behalf of Ilubbard for Omar 
V. Garrison contain information about a "public figure", do 
not constitute trade secrets, reveal evidence of a sustained 
pattern of criminal fraud and misrepresentation, and that it is 


EXKTIT 
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violation of public policy to coerce the execution of 
, n -disclosure and confidentiality bonds in said circumstances. 

« 

defendant denies that he has intentionally and without legal 
-excuse breached any duty of confidentiality. ' 

(19) Defendant denies that he has made any unauthorized 
disclosure of any confidential information, or that he has 
caused injury to any reputation or diminution in value of any 
materials. Defendant asserts that the referenced biography 
of Hubbard cannot be written with the uniform misrepresentations 
and fraudulent policies and practices exercised by the plaintiff 
because the information contained in the documents which he 
collected reveal said misrepresentation and fraud. Defendant 
further alleges that the truth of the matter contained in said 
materials is a defense to any claims for damaqes based upon 
defamation. Defendant further states that public policy for¬ 
bids the concealment of the information contained in said docu¬ 
ments and materials and encourages the dissemination and dis¬ 
closure of said information. 

(20) Defendant denies that plaintiff is or can make 
any demand to cease unauthorized disclosures of confidential 
information, or that the information is confidential or that 
he can be prevented from making said disclosures in the form 

of affidavits to appropriate courts for the purpose of criminal 
and civil litigation. 

(21) Defendant denies that any unauthorized disclosures' 
of confidential information have caused any damages to the 
plaintiff, or that the plaintiff has standing to assert any 

ich damages, or that an authorized biography of Hubbard can 
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be written by the plaintiff which is not false and fraudulent, 
unless the plaintiff admits the truth of the information con¬ 
tained in the documents and materials which he collected. 

(22) Defendant denies that any of his acts were 
intentional, deliberate, willful, wanton, malicious or oppressive 
and committed with intent to defraud the plaintiff or in reckless 
disregard of plaintiff's rights and denies that plaintiff is 
entitled to any damages, but rather claims damages as set forth 
in the Cross-Complaint herein. 

IV. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

(23) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 
answer contained in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 15 through 22 
above and incorporates them by reference as though fully set 
forth herein. 

(24) Defendant denies that he has converted any pro¬ 
perty of the plaintiff in breach of any fiduciary duty or that 
he will be unjustly enriched at plaintiff's expense. Defendant 
denies that a constructive trust should be impressed upon said 
property or that he should be named as trustee on behalf of 
the plaintiff. Defendant claims that any attempt to prevent 
the disclosure of any of the information in said documents and 
materials will be a prior restraint on freedom of speech and 
expression in violation of the First Amendment to the United 
States Constitution. Defendant further states that any infor¬ 
mation in said documents is information about a public figure 
and said information should be made available to the general 
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public and to the membership of the Church of Scientology. 

• 

1 

f 

f 

f I 

IV. 



ANSWER TO REQUEST FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 


|'jj 

(25) Defendant repeats and repleads each and every 


if; 

answer contained in paragraphs 1 through 7 and 15 through 22 


above and incorporates them herein as though fully set forth 


■ ;jp8 

herein. 


■ JJ 9 

(26) Defendant admits that there is a controversy 


1 it 10 

between plaintiff and defendant because plaintiff has brought 


■111 

the subject action. Defendant denies the subject action was 


■ §12 

properly brought but that it is merely intended to be harassive 


1 ) 13 

and vexatious, and defendant denies that he owes any duty of 


jn H 

fiduciary or other nature to the plaintiff. 

i 

■ J 15 

(27) Defendant admits that a judicial determination 


j 10 

of the respective rights and duties of the parties must now 


■ §1 7 

be made because the suit has been harassively and vexatiously 


m i 18 

brought by the plaintiff, but defendant denies that he owes 


■ | 19 

any duties and obligations to the plaintiff but rather the 


■ | 20 

plaintiff is responsible for fraudulent misrepresentation and 


J ‘ 21 

other torts more fully set forth in the Cross-Complaint filed 


m 1 22 

herewith. Defendant denies that a constructive trust should 


1 * 23 

be imposed upon said property. 


j 24 

(28) Defendant admits that a judicial declaration is 


J 25 

now necessary in the subject action. 


| 26 

(29) Defendant denies that this Court should prelimi¬ 


27 

narily or permanently enjoin the defendant from unauthorized 


I 28 

dissemination of any information contained in said documents 


| f 
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on the grounds that the information is not confidential, 
that it is in violation of public policy to conceal it, that 

% 

plaintiff has no standing in which to bring the subject action, 
and that information, unless it is in the form of a trade 
secret, is not protected under the law. 

VII. 

ANSWER TO PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Defendant answers as follows to the plaintiff's prayers: 

(1) Defendant denies that general and special 
damages as to the first cause of action should be awarded to 
the plaintiff. 

(2) Defendant denies that the Court should order the 
return of any property to the plaintiff based on the first cause 
of action. 

(3) Defendant denies that general and special damages 
should be accorded to the plaintiff on the second cause of 
action. 

(4) Defendant denies that this Court should, issue 
either a temporary restraining order or a preliminary or per¬ 
manent injunction prohibiting him from disseminating any.in¬ 
formation about the plaintiff, and that any such order would 

be in violation of his right to freedom of speech and expression 
under the United States Constitution, Amendment 1. 

(5) Defendant denies that punitive and exemplary 
damages in the amount of $50,000.00 should be awarded per 
cause of action. 

(6) Defendant denies that a constructive trust should 
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be impressed upon any property in the possession of the 
defendant. 

(7) Defendant denies that any materials in the 
project referred to can be disseminated, copied or made avail¬ 
able to the public only with the express authorization of the 
Church of Scientology of California. , 

(8) Defendant denies that reasonable attorneys' 
fees or costs should be awarded in such action, except as set 
forth in defendant's Cross-Complaint. 

VIII. 

AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES 

(1) And further answering the Complaint, defendant 
states that the plaintiff's action is barred by the doctrine 
of unclean hands. 

(2) And further answering the Complaint, defendant 
states that the plaintiff's action is barred by the doctrine 
of laches. Hubbard has been in possession of most of the 
information contained in the documents for the past 30 years. 

The documents and materials collected have been in the possession 
of Omar Garrison for a period covering at least from 1980 to 
early 1982. Plaintiff's failure to prohibit the dissemination 
of the documents and information to Garrison, a third party, 
not a member of the plaintiff Church, bars any and all equitable 
relief to prevent the dissemination of documents to other third 
parties or to recover damages for said dissemination. 

(3) And further answering, defendant states that 

the plaintiff does not have standing to bring the present action. 
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The documents and materials only have value in so far as they 
contain information about L. Ron Hubbard, a public figure. The 
information contained in said documents could only be barred 
from dissemination if it constituted trade secrets, was defamatory, 
or violated a right of privacy of L. Ron Hubbard. Since Hubbard 
has not asserted any claim to said materials on the violation 
of either his rights of privacy, or the unlawful dissemination 
of trade secrets or defamatory information, plaintiff has no 
standing to assert said claim on his behalf. 

(4) And further answering, defendant states that 
plaintiff cannot be entitled to damages or injunctive relief 

as a matter of law unless the documents and materials collected 
by defendant and the information contained therein have been 
disseminated in violation of rights of privacy of L. Ron Hubbard, 
constitute false and defamatory statements, or constitute trade 
secrets. 

(5) And further answering, defendant states that it 
is against public policy and in violation of defendant's rights 
under the First Amendment to the U.S. Constitution to prevent 
him from disclosing or disseminating the information contained 
in the subject documents and materials, or the documents and 
materials themselves. 

WHEREFORE, defendant prays that plaintiff take nothing 
and that defendant be given judgment against plaintiff for his 
costs incurred herein and for such other and further relief as 
may seem just and proper. 

DATED: November 22, 1982 CONTOS & BUNCH 



BRUCE M. BUNCH 
Attorneys for Defendant, 













VERIFICATION BY PARTY (4*6. 2015.5 C. C. P.) 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF A 146 


/ an i the _ 


in the above emit ted action or proceeding: I have read the foregoing 


and know the contents thereof: and l certify that the same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which are therein 
stated upon my information or belief and as to those matters / believe it to be true. 


I declare, under penally of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed on 


at 


Califorma 


(date) 


(place) 



Signature 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL (1013a, 2015.5 C. C. P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

/ am a resident oj the county aforesaid: / am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action: my business 
address is: 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd., #400, Woodland Hills, CA 91367_ 

Dec. id 82 NOTICE OF MOTION AND 

On _ L ' _ 19 _/ served the within _ 


MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE AMENDED ANSWER; DECLARATION OF BRUCE M. 
BuNCH; MEMO. OF POINTS * AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT THEREOF (CCP S473) 

PROPOSED AMENDED ANSWER _ t . _ T 

on the _ Parties of Interest _ 

in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail 

a , Woodland Hills, CA 91367 __ 

addressed as follows: 

HOWARD J. STECHEL Barrett S. Litt, Esq. 

6255 Sunset Blvd., #2000 617 So. Olive Street, #1000 

Los Angeles, CA 90028 Los Angeles, CA 90014 

TRABISH S, PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way, #902 
Marina del Rey, CA 90291 
Attn: John G. Peterson 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on _ O.S1CL _ jA. 1982 - at - WQQdland HJ 1 .1 S 

(date) (place] 


.. California 


'?/ ffl/.ch/idh/wt-U 

Signature 

PAM WICKERSHAM _ 
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/</ / 

(•PACK 9 KIOW FOE FIUXO STAMP ONLY) 


CONTOS A BUNCH 
Lawyers 

••59 Tofanga Canyon Boulevard 
Suite 400 

WOODLANO MILLS. CALIFORNIA 
1213 1 710V4OO 


I 

filLSO ill'll** 


Attorney for— Defendant.. GERALJD_ ARM STRONG 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, et al., . ) 

) 

Defendants, ) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Intervener. ) 


) 


CASE NO. C 420 153 
NOTICE OF RULING 


TO: ALL PARTIES AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on January 4, 1983, defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG'S Motion for Leave to File an Amended Answer 


came on regularly for hearing in Department 83 in the above- 
entitled Court, the Honorable Lawrence C. Waddington, Judge 
presiding. Bruce M. Bunch of CONTOS & BUNCH appeared on behalf 
of defendant GERALD ARMSTRONG and Howard J. Stcchel appeared on 
behalf of plaintiff CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, a 


California corporation. 
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Tin* t’ourl denied Ilf Motion lor Leave to I’il 
Amended Answer without prejudice. 

Dated: January 14, I98J 

CONTOS {» BUNCH 


By: 

BKIICK M. BUNCH 
Attorneys Lor Defendant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 

. 


• an 


K * 
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/ am the. 


in the above mailed union or proceeding. / ha\r read the foregoing - 


and kn mm the contents thereof, and I certify that the sunie is true of my own knowledge. estepi os to those mailers *hnh art therein 
stated upon m i infomjatton or hefief. and as to ihtrse matters I heiiese n to be true 


/ declare, under penalty ol perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct 

Executed on --d/_- 

IdateI 


( atiforrna 


{placeI 


Signature 


l>R(X)» Ol SI RVK I BY MAII (101 Ja, 2015 5 ( C l*) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF 

/ am a resident oj the county aforesaid; / am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the isnhtn entitled a< lion, my business 
address is 


On Jjiiuji y I I , 


SLe. 40D, Woodland Hills, CA 91363 - 

/v M j / win'll tin’ Hiihm UOilCL Ol' LULlNLi — 


on the _ in teres Led --pax li-CS. 

in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope hi/>i fmstage thereon tull\ prepaid, in the i'ntled States mad 


at _ 


Woodl and LI ills, CA 


addressed as follows 

BARRETT S. L1TT, 617 South Olive, Ste 1000, Los Ancjoles, CA 90014 

LARRY HELLER, 6400 Cunotja Avenue:, Suite 31 '», Woodland Hi Lis, CA 913^7 

HOWARD STECI1EL, 62!>!3 Sunset Liouleve rd, Suite 2000, Los Angeles, CA 
90028 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct 
Executed on 


-y .14, ,JL9iiJ a /_ 

(date) 


California 




Sitmtture 


% 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


VERIFICATION (CCP 446 / 2015 J) 


L the undesigned, say (app bcabk paragraph checked): 

□ l asn • party to this action. I hart road the attached document and know its contents. The mattan stated in it sr true of ary 


own knowledga except as to thoas matters which are stated on information and bettaf, 
to be true. 



□ 1 am an officer a partner of_ 

a party to this action, and am authorised to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that 
ration. I here reed the foreg oin g document and know its contents. I am informed and behave and on that ground allege that 
the matters stated in it axe true. 

□ I am (one of) the sttorney(s) for_ ...._ 

a party to this action. Such party is absent from the county aforesaid where mch attorney(s) have their office, and 1 make 
this verification for and on behalf of that party for that reason. I have read the above document and know its contents. 1 am 
informed and believe and on that ground adage that the matters stated in it are true. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foreg oin g is true and correct. 

Executed on__ 19__ California. 


Signature:_- 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL (CCP 1013* / 20155) 


1. the undersigned, am a resident of and/or employed in the county aforesaid; 1 am over the age of 18 and not a party to the 
within action; my business address is: 

6255 3unset Boulevard, suite 2000, Los Angeles, CA. 90028 

On the date indicated below (date of execution) I served the attached document on the parties to the within action, as identified 
below by their address or the address of their attorney of record, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope 
with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States Mail at the city indicated below in which this Proof of Service by Mail 
has been executed, said envelopes) addre ss ed as follows: 

Contos & Bunch John Peterson 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd., Trabish & Peterson 


Suite 400 

Woodland Hills, CA 91367 


4676 Admiralty Way, Suite 902 
Marina del Rey, CA 90291 


Barrett S. Litt 
617 So. Olive Street 


Suite 1000 

Los Angeles, CA 90014 


I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

□ (Federal) I declare that I am employed by the office of a member of the bar of this Court at whose direction the service was 


made. 


February /S' t0 R"* 


Served and Executed on 



Los Angele s 


, California. 


Signature:, 


ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF RECEIPT 


Received a copy of the above-described document on 
Signature:_ . 


FOR: 


X date) 


Name or person, firm or entity for whom receipt is acknowledged. 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES : DEPT, *8* ‘ 

X * 1983 


pebnuary 

Paul G. Breckenridge, Jr .,judge 

JUDGE FRO TIM 
Deputy Sheriff 


C *J2Q 153 

Church of Scientology of 

California 

vs v. 

Gerald Armstrong, et al.. 


tfuRE of proceedings. 


Motion of Intervenor 
Mary Sue Hubbard, - 

to strike-certain \ 
affirmative 

defenses.to intervenor * a 
oomplaint * 


Rosie Hart oefutyciiuk 




none 


(Parties ond counsel checked if present) 


: *\v- 


Counsel for 

Plaintiff * . r ’* J, 

• ■ i m ■ 

(font os and Bunch 

Counsel for BY: Douglas J. Del Tondo 

Defendonl 

/ • r 

■ *' > r %£. 



ATTORNEY FOR INTERVEN 
Michael S. Magnuson 


Motion argued. 


iRVENQtf: 

ion v . 


: 

• r;.- 

j: 


Motion denied, except as to 
"unclean hands", .,••• - 

Thirty days leave to amend. 


.•/jrV <‘ 



V 
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f nr Defendant and Cross-Complainant, 
ARMSTRONG 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
corporation, 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

-vs- ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 ) 

through 10, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

_ ) 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Cross-Defendants. ) 
_) 


) 

) NO. C 420153 
) 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Cross-Complainant, 
-vs- 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
corporation, L. RON HUBBARD 
and DOES 1 through 100, 
inclusive. 


CROSS-COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES 
(Fraud, Breach of Contract and 
Infliction of Emotional Distress) 

(Filed concurrently with Answer 
to Complaint) 


III 

III 


Cross-Complainant, GERALD ARMSTRONG, alleges as 
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I. 

PARTIES 

1. Cross-Defendant, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, j 

i 

i 

j € j- e inafter cross-defendant "CALIFORNIA" is a corporation 
Organized and existing under the laws of the State of California, j 

having a principal office and place of business in California and j 

| 

it is doing business in the State of California and within the 
territorial jurisdiction of this Court. 

i 

2. Cross-Defendant, L. RON HUBBARD, is the founder of 

I the CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA and at all times material j 
to this Cross-Complaint was, by virtue of his role as the founder 
and leader of Scientology, overall supervisor of the Guardian's 


Office and of the Sea Organization of the Church of Scientology 


‘ of California. The Guardian's Office and Sea Organization had 


agents operating in California under the ultimate control of 

Ij 

M L. RON HUBBARD. L. RON HUBBARD was knowledgeable and had ultimate] 


w 

JfO 

IB ’ 

la 

f«j 

123 j 

•ir 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


control over the activities of employees of California and 
specifically over the Guardian's Office and Sea Organization as 
pled herein. L. RON HUBBARD was a resident of the State of 
Californiafrom early 1976 through several months into 1980 
at which time some of the acts complained of against the cross¬ 
defendants herein commenced although said acts were not discovered, 

i 

until the fall of 1981. L. RON HUBBARD has a legal address in 
the State of California although he is now concealing his 
whereabouts through an elaborate system with the goal of 

I 

avoiding service of legal process or summons. The acts alleged 
herein of California are acts as agents of L. RON HUBBARD and , 
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*§&id acts constituted a course of conduct carried on within the 
State of California under the orders and supervision of L. RON 
HUBBARD. The acts of L. RON HUBBARD against cross-complainant 
vere causing consequences in the State of California by fraudu¬ 
lently using the services, time, and labor of the cross¬ 
complainant. L. RON HUBBARD (hereinafter cross-defendant 
"HUBBARD") is believed to be in the State of California, however 
he conceals his actual whereabouts. 

3. Cross-defendants, DOES 1 through 100, inclusive, are 
sued herein under such fictitious names for the reason that the 
true names and capacities of said cross-defendants are unknown 
to cross-complainant at this time; that when the true names and 
capacities of said cross-defendants are ascertained cross¬ 
complainant will ask leave of Court to amend this Cross-Complaint 
to insert the true names and capacities of said fictitiously 

i 

named cross-defendants, together with any additional allegations 
that may be necessary in regard thereto; that each of said 
fictitiously named cross-defendants claim that cross-complainant 
has a legal obligation to cross-defendants by virture of the 
facts referred to below; that each of said fictitiously named 
cross-defendants are in some manner legally responsible for the 
acts and occurrences hereinafter alleged. 


II. 


FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 

4. At all times material herein, HUBBARD and CALIFONIA 
held themselves out to the cross-complainant to be a part of a 
legitimate, law-abiding, scientific, educational organization 
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en gag e <3 in the business of providing goods and services as a non¬ 
profit organization wherever they were authorized by law to do 
business. CALIFORNIA and HUBBARD perpetrated the acts set forth 
in this Cross-Complaint as a matter of written policy, composed, 
implemented and enforced by the individual cro3s-defendant, 
HUBBARD, and specifically implemented against the cross- oanplainant 
by the employees and agents of HUBBARD and CALIFORNIA pursuant 
to the written directives and policy of HUBBARD. The policies, 
dostrine and conduct alleged herein constitute a civil conspiracy 
by HUBBARD and CALIFORNIA to commit the torts set forth herein. 

5. HUBBARD and CALIFORNIA have for a period exceeding 
15 years engaged in a pattern of mail fraud and conspiracy to 
commit mail fraud. In connection with said mail fraud, cross¬ 
defendants, CALIFORNIA and HUBBARD, wrote, published and 
disseminated the publications set forth below through the 
mails to cross-complainant in at least three separate places on 
numerous occasions as follows: September 1969 - February, 1971 
in Vancouver, British Columbia; February 1971 in Los Angeles, 
California; February 1971 - 1975, on the yacht, Apollo; 1975 - 
1979 in Clearwater, Florida; and 1977 - December 1981, in 
California. The following publications contain selected examples 
of " non-religious ", " false ", secular representations as excerpted 
from a federal judgment in the case set forth in paragraph 5 of 
this Cross-Complaint, and made to cross-defendant: 

(a) Eight-page pamphlet, entitled "VChat is 
Scientology?" "Scientology is today the only 
successfully validated psychotherapy in the 
world. Tens of thousands of completely 
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documented cases exist in the files 
of the Hubbard association of 
Scientologists International. 

"The first science to put the case of 
psychotherapy within the range of any 
person's pocketbook. A complete 
Freudian analysis costs $8000 to 
$15,000. Better results can be 
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achieved in Scientology for $25.00 and 
on a group basis for a few dollars." 

"The first science to make whole classes of backward 
children averagely bright using only drills the 
teacher can do a few minutes in each day." 

"The first science to determine the basic cause of 
disease." 

"The first science to contain exact technology to 
rountinely alleviate physical illnesses with complete 
predictable success." 

"The first science of mind to prove conclusively 
that physical illness can stem from mental disturbance 
a fact with Freud held only as a theory, and only 
seldom demonstrated." 

(b) Twenty-four pamphlet, entitled "Ability Issue 71: 

Being Clear and How to Get There," by L. Ron Hubbard. 

"Scientologically, the optimum individual is called 
the clear. One will hear much of that word, both 
as a noun and a verb, so it is well to spend the 
time here at the outset setting forth exactly what 
can be called a clear, the goal of Scientology 
processing. 

"A clear can be tested for any and all psychoses, 
neuroses, compulsions and represssions (all aber¬ 
rations) and can be examined for any autogenic (self 
generated) diseases referred to as psychosomatic 
ills. These tests confirm the clear to be entirely 
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without such ills or aberrations. Additional tests 
of his intelligence indicate it to be high above 
the current norm. Observation of his activity 
demonstrates that he pursues existence with vigor 
and satisfaction. 

"Further, these results can be obtained on a com¬ 
parative basis. A neurotic individual, possessed 
also of psychosomatic ills, can be tested for those 
aberrations and illnesses demonstrating they exist. 

He can then be given Scientology processing to the end 
of clearing these neuroses and ills. Finally, 
he can be examined, with the above results. This, 
in passing, is an experiment which has been performed 
many times with invariable results. It is a matter 
of laboratory test that all individuals who have 
organically complete nervous systems respond in this 
fashion to Scientology clearing." 

(c) Book, entitled "Dianetics: The Modern Science of 
Mental Health," by L. Ron Hubbard. 

"Simple though it is, dianetics does and is these 
things: 

1. Is is an organized science of thought built on 
definite axioms: statements of natural laws on the 
order of those of the physical sciences. 

2. It contains a therapeutic technique with which- 
can be treate all inorganic mental ills and all psycho¬ 
somatic ills, with assurance of complete cure in un- 
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3. It produces a condition of ability and ration¬ 
ality for Man well in advance of the current norm, 
enhancing rather than destroying his vigor and per¬ 
sonality. 

4. Dianetics gives a complete insight into the 
full potentialities of the mind, discovering them 
to be well in excess of p^ast supposition. 

5. The basic nature of man is discovered in dianetics 
rather than hazarded or postulated, since that basic 
nature can be brought into action in any individual 
completely. And that basic nature is discovered to 

be good. 

6. The single source of mental derangement is 
discovered and demonstrated, on a clinical or 
laboratory basis, by dianetics. 

7. The extent, storage capacity and recallability of 
the human memory is finally established by dianetics. 

8. The full recording abilities of the mind are 
discovered by dianetics with the conclusion that 
they are quite dissimilar to former suppositions. 

9. Dianetics brings forth the non-gern theory 

of disease, complementing bio-chemistry and Pasteur's 
work on the germ theory to embrace the field. 

10. With dianetics ends the "necessity of destroying 
the brain by shock or surgery to effect "tractability" 
in mental patients and "adjust" them. 

11. A workable explanation of the physiological 
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effects of drugs and endocrine substances exists 
in dianetics and many problems posed by endocrinology 
are answered." 

"Chapter V 

PSYCHO-SOMATIC ILLNESS" 


"Psycho-somatic illnesses are those which have a mental 
origin but which are nevertheless organic. Despite 
the fact that there existed no precise scientific 
proof of this before dianetics, and opinion as to 
their existence has been strong since the days of 
Greece, and in recent times various drug preparations 
have been concocted and sold which were supposed to 
overcome these sicknesses. Some success was exper¬ 
ienced, sufficient to warrant a great deal of work 
on the part of researchers. Peptic ulcers, for 
instance, have yielded to persuasion and environmental 
change. A recent drug called ACTH has had astonishing 
but wildly unpredictable results. Allergies have 
been found to yield more or less to things - which 
depressed histamine in the body. 

"the problem of psycho-somatic illness is entirely 
embraced by dianetics, and by dianetic technique 
such illness has been eradicated entirely in every 
case." 

"On the physical therapy level anything as violent as 
surgery or exodontistry in the psycho-somatic 
place is utter barbarism in the light of dianetics. 
'Toothache* is normally psycho-somatic." 
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Organic illnesses enough to fill several catalogues 
are psycho-somatic. No recourse to surgery of any 
kind should be had until it is certain that the ail¬ 
ment is not psycho-somatic or that the illness will 
not diminish by itself if the potency of the reactive 
mind is reduced. 

(d) Twelve-page pamphlet, entitled ’’Ability Issue 72" 

(e) Sixty-four page booklet entitled "Scientology: 

The Fundamentals of Thought", by L. Ron Hubbard. 
Subtitle: "The Basic Book of the Theory and Practice 

of Scientology for Beginners". 

Scientology is that branch of psychology which treats 
of (embraces) human ability. It is an extension of 
DIANETICS * * * Scientology is actually a new but 
very basic psychology in the most exact meaning 
of the word. It can and does change behaviour and 
intelligence and it can and does assist people to 
study life. 

Scientology, used by the trained and untrained person 
improves the health, intelligence, ability, behaviour, 
skill and appearance of people. 

It is a precise and exact science, designed for an 
age of exact sciences. 

Scientology is employed by an Auditor (one who listens 
and commands) as a set of drills (exercises, processes) 
upon the individual, and small or large groups. It 
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educai 


is also employed as an educational (teaching) sub¬ 
ject. It has been found that persons can be processed 
(drilled) in Scientology with Scientology exercises 
and can be made well of many, many illnesses and 
can become brighter, more alert and more competent. 

BUT if they are only processed they have a tendency 
to be overwhelmed or startled and althought they 
may be brighter and more competent they are still 
held down by an ignorance of life. Therefore, it 
is far better to teach AND process (audit, drill) 
a person than only to process him. In other words 
the best use of Scientology is through processing 
and education in Scientology. In this way there 
is no imbalance. It is interesting that people 
only need to study Scientology to have some small 
rise in their own intelligence, behaviour and com¬ 
petence. The study itself if therapeutic (good medi¬ 
cine) by actual testing. 

Tens of thousands of case histories (reports on 
patients, individual records) all sworn to (attested 
before public officials) are in the possession of 
the organizations of Scientology. No other subject 
on earth except physics and chemistry has had such 
grueling testing (proofs, exact findings). Scientology 
in the hands of an expert (Auditor) can cure some 
70% of Man's illnesses (sicknesses). Scientology 
is used by some of the largest companies (business 
organizations) on Earth. It is valid. It has been 
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tested. It is the only thoroughly tested system 
of improving human relations, intelligence and charac- 

% 

ter and is the only one which does. 

(f) Seventy-one page booklet, entitled "The Problems 
of Work," by L. Ron Hubbard. 

"Scientology is the first American science of Man. 

It is the technical know-how of the American applied 
to himself. In contrast to the metaphysical thinking 
of Europe that has formed the basis cf our concepts 
of ourselves, Scientology is a technology, is factual 
and is exact as the technologies that base the develop¬ 
ment of the atom bomb...and it has a like source - 
the first class in nuclear physics, taught at George 
Washington University. 

"Scientology can and does change human behavior 
for the better. It puts the individual under control 
of himself - where he belongs. Scientology can 
and does increase human intelligence. By the most 
exact tests known it has been proven that Scientology 
can greatly increase intelligence in the individual. 

And Scientology can do other things. It can reduce 
reaction time and it can pull the years off one's 
appearance. But there is no intention here to give 
a list of all it can do. It is a science of life 
and it works. It adequately handles the basic 
rules of life and it brings order into chaos. 

//// 
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"The mysteries of life are not today, with Scientology, 
very mysterious. Mystery is not a needful ingredient. 

• % 

Only the very aberrated man desires to have vast 
secrets held away from him. Scientology has slashed 
through many of the complexities which have been 
erected for men and has bared the core of these prob¬ 
lems. Scientology for the first time in man’s history 
can predictably raise his intelligence, increase ability, 
bring about a return of the ability to play a game, 
and permits man to escape from the dwindling spiral 
of his own disabilities. Therefore, work itself 
can become a game, a pleasant and happy thing. 

(g)"Hard cover book, 112 pages, entitled "All About 
Radiation, by a Nuclear Physicist and a Medical 
Doctor" 

We care very little about whether there is radiation 
in the atmosphere because a person who is in-excellent 
physical condition does not particularly suffer 
mentally and thus physically from the effects of 
radiation. When a person is at a level where his 
general physical health is good, then this worry is 
not capable of depressing him into ill-health. Ra¬ 
diation is more of a mental than a physical problem 
and Scientology handles that." 

"The reaction to radiation in persons who have been 
given Scientology processing is by actual tests much 
lower than those who have not received it. We have 
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conducted many experiments in that direction. But 
even we would find it very difficult and even anti¬ 
pathetic to get everybody together and give them 
the amount of group processing needed as safeguard 
against radiation." 


6. The foregoing publications and representations 
have been excerpted and quoted directly from the "Appendix" 
in the case of United States v. Article or Device , 333 F.Supp. 
357 at p. 365 (Dis.Col.D. 1971), where a Federal Court found 
that the quoted publications were "Non-religious, and Samples 
of False or Misleading Claims , (Emphasis supplied). The Circuit 
Court of Appeals affirmed the foregoing case, issuing the fol¬ 
lowing "Judgment": 

ORDERED, ADJUDGED, and DECREED that such condemned 
E-meters and literature shall be deemed to comply 
with the law if and only if they are used, sold or 
distributed in accordance with the following specific 
conditions: 

1. E-meters shall be used or sold or distributed 
only for use in bona fide religious counseling. 

2. Each E-meter shall bear the following warning, 

S 

i 

printed in 11-point leaded type, permanently affixed 
to the front of the E-meter so that it is clearly 
visible when the E-meter is used, sold or distributed: 
The E-meter is not medically or scientifically 
useful for the diagnosis, treatment, or preven¬ 
tion of any disease. It is not medically or 
scientifically capable of improving the health 
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or bodily functions of anyone. 

3. Any and all items of written, printed, or 
graphic matter which directly or indirectly 
refers to the E-meter or to Dianetics and/or 
Scientology and/or auditing or processing shall 
not be further used or distributed unless and 
until the item shall bear the following prominent 
printed warning permanently affixed to said item 
on the outside front cover or on the title page 
in letters no smaller than 11-point leaded type: 

WARNING 

The device known as as Hubbard Electrometer, 
or E-Meter, used in auditing, a process of 
Scientology and Dianetics, is not medically or 
scientifically useful for the diagnosis, treat¬ 
ment, or prevention of any disease. It is not 
medically or scientifically capable of improving 
the health or bodily functions of anyone.’ 


7. Between the years 1972 and 1981 cross-complainant 
was entitled to receive the "Warning" required by said Judgment 
specifically in connection with the publications and the 
representations therein, published by the Church of Scientology 
of California and read and relief upon by the cross-complainant: 

(a) Eight-page pamphlet entitled "What is Scientology? 

(b) Book entitled "Dianetics: The Modern Science 
of Mental Health"? 


Ill 


" . 


I 

I 


I 


t 

I 


i 

i 

i 
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(c) Book entitled: "All About Radiation, by a 
Nuclear Physicist and a Medical Doctor" 

!. Notwithstanding the foregoing "Judgment" between 1972 
an d 1981, cross-complainant paid for and received from California 
t he publications set forth in paragraphs 5 and 6, did not 
receive the foregoing "Warning"; and was told the following 
by an employee of California: 

(a) Scientology is an educational, scientific, non¬ 
profit organization, abiding by the laws of the 
United States governing non-profit, organizations, 
dedicated to the well-being of mankind and engaged 
in lawful, educational and scientific research, 
study and practices; 

(b) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to cure health problems and diseases; 

(c) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to raise plaintiff's I.Q.; 

(d) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to promote family unity and preserve 
marriages; 

(e) L. Ron Hubbard, was a nuclear physicist and 

a Medical Doctor with degrees from George Washing¬ 
ton University and Princeton University. Hubbard - 
was a war hero; he was severely wounded after 
serving 4 years in actual combat in the South 
Pacific from 1941 through 1944; and that he cured 
himself through auditing while spending one 
year in a military hospital for wounds, including 
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blindness from an exploding shell, received 

in combat. California agents showed cross-oonplainant 

% 

numerous publications with the foregoing repre¬ 
sentations. 

(f) Auditing disclosures were completely confidential; 

(g) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to prevent colds, improve eyesight, 

cure neuroses, cure mental, physical and emotional 

* * 

problems. Hubbard was the living proof that 
physical illness such as combat wounds could be 
cured, and after the war he completely healed 
himself. 

(h) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to improve cross-complainant's career 
opportunities. 

(i) Hubbard was a world renowned explorer having 
completed numerous expeditions. 

9. Between 1972 and 1981, cross-complainant specifically 
upon the foregoing representations set forth in para- 
8 and the publications set forth in paragraph 5. Cross-Com- 
particularly and expressly relied upon the representations 

I 

L. Ron Hubbard was a medical doctor, a nuclear physicist, 
lege graduate from George Washington University and Prince- 
that Hubbard held served 4 years in actual combat and 
healed himself of combat wounds including blindness from 

loding shell through the power of Scientology, dianetics and 
Cross-Conplairiant specifically relied upon the represen- 
that "California" and Scientology were a world-wide 
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scientific, educational organization engaged in law-abiding, 
pcieptifie practices and policies throughout the United States \ 
an d the world. 

10. Between 1972 and 1981, cross-complainant paid for 
and received from California all of the publications set forth 
in paragraph 5, which he had not previously purchased. Cross- 
complainant also purchased additional publications, which together 
with those set forth in par agraph 7, did not have the "Warning" 
required by said "Judgment set forth in paragraph 6. In addition, 
cross-complainant read in these publications and was told by 
employees of California on a regular basis the following: 

If cross-complainant undertook "auditing”, 
all information disclosed in "auditing" would 
remain confidential with his "auditor" and 
he was "scientifically guaranteed" the 
following benefits: 

a) It would cure all mental, emotional 
and physical problems; 

b) It would raise his I.Q. level; 

c) It would prevent and cure colds; 

i 

d) It would improve eyesight of cross¬ 
complainant; 

I 

e) It would increase cross-complainant's 
career opportunities; 

f) It would raise the I.Q. of cross-ocrplainant. 

11. Cross-complainant particularly relied upon the fact 
that his "auditor" would keep confidential everything he told him, that "audit¬ 
ing" was invented by Hubbard, that Hubbard was a medical doctor, a nuclear 
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l'lj physicist, a college graduate, and that Hubbard invented "audit 
2^! after being severely wounded in 4 years of comb<\t, in order to 


4 ii 


cure his blindness from war wounds. 

12. As a result of the foregoing, between 1972 and 191 


5:| cross-complainant underwent numerous "auditing" sessions during 


6 ,. which he disclosed virtually ever detail of his personal life an 


7 It every detail he knew about other lives, including his parents. 

13. Between February 1971 and 1975, California placed 


si! 


.1 


91i cross-complainant on the Apollo where he was made to participate 


10 jj in an extensive and continuous "operation" to conceal Hubbard's 

1 J 

II'! control of all Scientology organizations. Cross-complainant 
12 ii observed the senior executives of California continuously perpe- 

! j 

13 ;: trate schemes to conceal Hubbard's presence on the Apollo and 

« 1 

14 || authority over every Scientology organization when the Apollo was 
ic'i 

10; in various ports in the world. Cross-complainant personally 

16 I observed Hubbard establish the "wages" of the ship's crew which 

17 j Hubbard would change at any time for any reason. In order to 

1 

18 | maintain complete autonomy over all corporations including 

l 

19 ! California, no Board of Directors' members were given any authority 

i 

20 1! and could be changed by Hubbard at any time. Hubbard's public 


21j 

i 

22 j 

1 

231 

I 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

i 

I 

i 


position was that he had resigned as an officer of all Scientology 
organizations and exercised no authority over them which was false 
At the time, Hubbard and California stated to the cross-ocnplainant 
that such conduct was legal and proper. Cross-ocmplainant learned in 
1S81 that such "operations were designed to deceive the I.R.S. and 
violate Federal laws relating to non-profit organizations. Cross-oorrplainant 
was also told that California and Scientology were not really 
III 
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a religion but that it created a "public image" for tax purposes 
of being a religion. 

14.. Between 1971 and March 1980, cross-complainant 
physically observed Hubbard in California, on the ship Apollo and 
in Clearwater, Floriday, operate the Church of Scientology through¬ 
out the world. Hubbard's operations and his control of Sciento¬ 
logy during this period of time involved hundreds of criminal 
operations to burglarize and steal from government agencies and 
private agencies and groupds; and also to attack and destroy 

I 

private agencies and groups, as more fully set forth infra . Cross¬ 
complainant did not learn of the nature of these "operations" 
until 1980-1981, but he was made to unknowingly participate in 
them, from the time he was on the "Apollo" until 1981. Cross¬ 
complainant observed the shredding of thousands of documents 
between 197,8 and 1981 which contained some of the criminal 
operations hereinafter set forth. 

15. Between 1971 and December 1981, cross-complainant 
unwittingly participated as an employee and agent of California 
in the production of income for California which was used for the 
criminal operations and tortious and fraudulent activities and 
representations set forth in this Cross-Complaint. Cross- 
complainant was deceived by Hubbard and California as to the true 
nature and purpose of what California's funds were being used for. 
He contributed his time and work to assist in the production of 
said funds. 


i 


i 16. Between 1971 and 1980, it was continuously repre- 

j sented to cross-complainant that Hubbard was a nuclear physicist. 
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a graduate of many universities including Princeton, had cured 
his own blindness and other wounds with auditing, which wounds 
he received during 4 years of actual combat in WWII, that Sci¬ 
entology and auditing were scientifically guaranteed to 
cure any disease and solve any problem, that Scientology was 
a scientific and educational organization operating in ac¬ 
cordance with all of the laws of the United States and that 
auditing was absolutely confidential. 

17. Between 1971 and December, 1981, cross-complainant 
underwent numerous "auditing sessions" and "security checks" 
during which period of time he revealed everything about him¬ 
self and his family. 

18. In 1979, after considerable information began 
to be disseminated in the public press about the criminal and 
tortious activities of California including the indictment 

of 11 of the highest ranking executives of California, California 
coerced most of its employees including the cross-oxiplainant into 
signing various legal releases and non-disclosure bonds in 
order to prevent said employees from revealing any of the 
criminal and tortious acts of California and Hubbard. 

19. In 1980, Hubbard contracted with cross-ocrnplainant to 
collect documents and materails about his background for the purpose 

of a biography to be written by Omar V. Garrison. While 
undertaking the aforesaid task, cross-complainant learned that the 
representations and statement uniformly made in written publi¬ 
cations and releases of California relative to Hubbard's back¬ 
ground, qualifications, credentials, etc. were almost entirely 


28 


false. 
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20. Contrary to the representations made to the cross- 
>lainant, Hubbard is not a nuclear physicist, nor a medical .* 
; tor, did not graduate from George Washington University or 
rinceton, did not serve 4 years in combat, did not suffer any 
winds as a result of combat, and did not.cure blindness resulting 
war wounds through auditing. Hubbard, in fact, never 
iraduated from said universities, flunked the only physics course 
ever took, never served in any combat, spent 4 years in the 
l,S. Navy in the United States , except for three monts in 
Australia. Hubbard was relieved of duty on several occations 
;e in June 1943 when he ordered the crew of a ship to fire 
practice rounds" off the coast of Mexico; and again relieved of 
Ity in September 1944 when he found a coke bottle filled with 
Itoline with a wick attached on board his ship three days before 
ship sailed to the South Pacific and into combat. Hubbard 
jht a disability from the V.A. for suicidal tendencies and 
atal illness, and was diagnosed as suffering from duodenal 
leers. He was involved in a bigamous marriage, stole funds from 
partner, wrote bad checks and was generally chased by various 
Ithorities and creditors across the United States. 

21. Following cross-complainant's departure from 

fP 

,^-lifornia in December 1981, he has been made subject to- a 

||ftippressive Persons Declaration" which subjects him to the "Fair 

% 

ae Doctrine". The Fair Game Doctrine is a policy of California 

§7 

|// 

1 / 

i/ 
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vri tten and copyrighted by Hubbard which states that cross- 
c omp lainant is subject to being "destroyed" by California. Pursuant 
to said policy, cross-complainant has had materials stolen from 
him by agents and employees of Hubbard and California, he has been 
continually harassed by being followed, pushed, assaulted, and 

| 

ixept under constant surveillance by California's agents. Cross- 

| complainant's auditing files have been sent to various executives 

» 

|j within California in violation of the promise of confidentiality. 

1 • 

; cross-complainant is presently in fear that his life is in danger, j 

i 

r 

I CAUSE OF ACTION 

i --• 

I FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION - BREACH OF CONTRACT 

i 

j 22. Cross-complainant realleges paragraphs 1 through 21 

1 hereof and further alleges: 

23. Cross-defendant does not constitute, operate or 
function as a legitimate, scientific, educations and non-profit 

' organization as represented to cross-complainant. Cross-defendant, 

il 

i; 

; intentionally and as a part of a scheme illustrated by corporate 

! policy and doctrine, engaged in the following conduct in breach of 

i 

F»j' the representations and promises made to the cross-comolainant, 

m \\ / _ ' ‘ 

. 21 lj which conduct constitutes a criminal conspiracy and which conduct 

jp* i 

lei is set forth in the "Stipulation of Evidence", executed by Mary 

IP' ! [ 

f 23;| Sue Hubbard, the highest official of California, and on file in 

j! 

24ij Washington, D.C. For numerous years Hubbard and California 

' * 11 

25 I committed the following acts on a routine basis as part of the 


26 

27 


Jdaily operation of the Church of Scientology: 


a. California committed perjury and adopted policies 


III 
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designed to perpetrate continued perjurious acts 
in direct contravention of the representations to 



the cross-complainant; 

b) California committed burglary and larceny and 
adopted policies designed to perptrate continued 
burglaries and larcenous acts in direct contravention 
of representations to the cross-complainant; 

c) California illegally invaded the privacy of public 
and private persons and offices, and adopted policies 
designed to perpetrate continued acts of illegal in¬ 
vasion of privacy all in contravention of represen¬ 
tations to the cross-complainant; 

d) California "framed", slandered libeled, cheated, 
mocked and attempted to destroy members of the Church 
and the public in contravention of representations 
to the cross-complainant; 

e) California diverted monies into Swiss bank accounts 

• of Hubbard and others to be used for personal and illegal 
purposes violating laws and regulations governing 
non-profit institutions and in contravention of repre¬ 
sentations to the cross-complainant. 

24. Contrary to the promises and representations made to 
ss-complainant, California and Hubbard did not: 

a) Keep confidential his auditing disclosures; 

b) Raise I.Q.; 

c) Cure physical disease and emotional problems; 

d) Increase career opportunities; 

e) Improve eyesight; and 

- 24 - 
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f) Heal wounds and injuries quickly. 

25. In consideration of the promises and represen- 

* % 

tations made to him,cross-complainant 

a) Invested eleven (11) years of his life, laboring 
an average of 80 hours per week for California and 
Hubbard without compensation; 

b) Forfeited a formal education; 

c) Suffered physical, emotional and mental trauma; 

d) Was placed in fear and trepidation because of 
the intimidating and harassive tact ics of the —cross- 
defendant pursuant to the "Fair Game Doctrine" written 
by Hubbard and enforced by "California", which doctrine 
states: . 

" Fair Game. May be deprived of property or injured 

by any means by any Scientologist without any 

discipline of the Scientologist. May be tricked, 

sued or lied to or destroyed. " 

* 

e) Made personal disclosures about his life,during 
intensive "auditing" sessions, which cross-complainant was 
promised would remain confidential and which Cali¬ 
fornia thereafter disclosed to third persons. 

26. As a result of the breach of the promises and 
representations made by California and Hubbard, cross-oorrplainant was 
damaged in the amount of Five Million ($5,000,000.00) Dollars. 
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SECOND CAUSE OF.ACTION - FRAUD 

27. Cross-complainant realleges paragraphs 1 through 26 % 
re o£ and further alleges: 

28. Cross-defendant made the representations set forth in 
{paragraphs 5 through 11 hereof, which representations are specifi¬ 
cally incorporated in this Cause of Action. Said representations 

l}| we re and are false. Said representations were made by California j 

ji 

Hand Hubbard with knowledge of their falsity or were made without 

I 

I regard to the truth or falsity of the representations and were 

I 

irmade with the intent of inducing reliance on the part of the 

!i 

I 

iicross-complainant. 

!l 

|l 29. Cross-complainant relied on the representations made 

I i 

i; 

j|in paragraphs 5 through 11 in the manner set forth in paragraph 

SJ4 j|25, subparagraphs a) through e) , which paragraphs are specifically 

j j 

16 'incorporated by reference in this Cause of Action. 

'! 

16!! 30. In reliance on said representations in the manner 

i 

I 

17 !set forth in paragraphs 25, cross-complainant was damaged in the 

lamount of Five Million Dollars ($5,000,000.00). Cross-complainant 

i 

'further demands punitive damages in the amount of: Fifteen Million 
20 ^Dollars ($15,000,000.00) for the intentional fraud perpetrated by 
I the cross-defendants and for violation of a federal "Judgment" as 
applied to him. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION - FOR INTENTIONAL INFLICTION 

OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS OR OUTRAGEOUS CONDUCT 

31. Cross-complainant realleges paragraphs 1 through 
30 hereof and further alleges: 

32. California and Hubbard Dursued a systematic 

/// 
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course of conduct pursuant to the "Fair Game Doctrine"# which 
'policy promotes harassment and intimidation of those Opposed to .. 

Scientology. 

33. Pursuant to the policy of "Fair Game", California 
and Hubbard have declared cross-complainant to be a "Suppressive 
person" subject to said policy and have harassed cross-complainant 
as set forth in paragraph 21 hereof. 

34. California and Hubbard promised and represented to 
cross-complainant that any and all information disclosed during 
auditing would remain confidential between the auditor and cross¬ 
complainant . 

35. California and Hubbard breached the promise and 
disclosed to third persons the confidential information disclosed 
during auditing. Additionally, cross-defendants intentionally, 
and as part of a scheme adopted as policy and doctrine by the 
corporate cross-defendants, engaged in a systematic course of 
conduct designed and intended to disclose the information received 
during auditing and thereby to control and manipulate the cross¬ 
complainant. Cross-defendants have continuously harassed 
cross-complainant as set forth in paragraphs 43 and 44. Such a 


scheme was intentionally effectuated and inflicted severe 

'j 

221| emotional distress to the cross-comDlainant. 

I 

2311 36. Cross-defendants' pattern of conduct in the policy 

!i 

24 j of "Fair Game", and auditing disclosures, was designed and calcu- 


25 

26 

27 

28 


lated to cause emotional, physical and psychological distress. 
Such a scheme was intentionally effectuated and inflicted severe 
mental, physical and emotional distress to cross-complainant. 

The scheme is outrageous and extreme beyond all 
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possible bounds of decency and utterly intolerable in a civilized 

I • 

37. The foregoing course of conduct caused damage to the 
cross-complainant in the sum of Five Million ($5,000,000.00) Dollars 
Cross-complainant further demands punitive damages in the 
amount of Fifteen Million ($15,000,000.00) Dollars. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

BREACH OF CONTRACT AGAINST L. RON HUBBARD AND CALIFORNIA RE; 
BIOGRAPHICAL MATERIALS AND DOCUMENTS 

38. Cross-complainant realleges paragraphs 1 through 26 
hereof and further alleges: 

39. L. Ron Hubbard personally and through his agent, 
California premised cross-complainant that cross-conplainant would have the 
exclusive right to collect and collate documents and materials 
for the purpose of writing the biography of L. Ron Hubbard in 
collaboration with Omar Garrison and that cross-complainant would 
have the right to hold and possess said documents and materials. 

40. In consideration of the foregoing prbmises made 

by Hubbard and his agent, California, cross-corrplainant provided labor 
for a period of approximately two and one half years, working 
60 - 80 hours per week collecting, collating and indexing said 
documents and materials and maintaining possession of them for 
the purpose of collaborating with Garrison for the purpose 
of writing said biography. 

41 . Cross-ccmplainant and Garrison have fulfilled each and 
every promise and obligation made by them as hereinabove set 
forth. They have collected, collated and indexed said documents 
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and materials for the purpose of writing said biography. 

42. Hubbard and his agents have breached the aforesaid' 
agreement by refusing to allow cross-complainant to use said 
materials for the purpose of writing said biography and have 
wrongfully sought to regain possession of them. 

43. Cross-rcomplainant's labor for a period of approxi¬ 
mately 30 months was expressly provided in consideration of the 
aforesaid agreement. Cross-complainant's labor has a value of 
$100,000.00 for said period at a rate of $40,000.00 per year. 
Cross-complainant claims damages against Hubbard and California 
in the amount of $100,000.00. 

WHEREFORE, cross-complainant prays for judgment against 
cross-defendants, each, as follows: 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

1. General damages in the sum of Five Million Dollars 

($ 5 , 000 , 000 . 00 ); 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

2. General damages in the sum of Five Million Dollars 

($ 5 , 000 , 000 . 00 ); 

3. Punitive damages in the sum of Fifteen Million 
Dollars ($15,000,000.00); 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

4. General damages in the sum of Five Million Dollars 
($5,000,000.00); 

5. Punitive damages in the sum of Fifteen Million 
Dollars ($15,000,000.00); 


t 

1 


1 

1 


1 


1 

1 


i 

i 

I 

1 


III 


- 29 - 

























j§6 

m 

pi 

18 

1 9 

iso 

Ik v 

In 

112 

'13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


i 


BRUCE M. BUNCH 
Attorneys for Defendant 
and Cross-Complainant, 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 


A 181 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION ; 

6. Special damages in the s lm of $100,000.00; 

ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

l 

t 

7. For costs of suit incurred herein; and, ! 

i 

8. For such other and further relief as this Court may i 
deem just and proper. 

DATED: September 17, 1982 

CONTOS & BUNCH 



J ! 
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VERIFICATION BY PARTY (466. 2015 $ C. C. P.) 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS Angeles 

/ a», iht cross -compl ainant _ 



in the above entitled action or proceeding; I have read the foregoing 


Cross-Complaint 


and know the contents thereof; and / certify that the same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those ntatters which are therein 
stated upon my information or belief, and as to those matters / believe it to be true. 


I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed on 



PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL (1013a, 2015.5 C. C. P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS AngeleS 

/ am a resident oj the county aforesaid; I am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action, my business 
address is: 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd. Ste. 400, VJoodland Hills CA 91367 


On September 17 /o82 

/ ,k, within Cross-Complaint for 



nn rhs D^rHp.c; hp.rp 1 n 


in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail 

ai Woodland Hills--- 


addressed as follows: 


CAROL E. KOHLV7ECK 

GREY & KOHLWECK 

1821 Wilshire Blvd., #210 

Santa Monica CA 90403 


JOHN G. PETERSON 
TRABISK & PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way, Ste. 902 
Marina Del Rey, CA 90291 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Sept. 17, 1982 Woodland Hills 


Executed on . 


(date) 


at _ 


T 


(place) 


.. California 




' Signature 

PAMELA J. RUCKER 




































^ VERIFICATION »Y PARTY (466. JOU.j'tkC. P.) 

STATt OK CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF 
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/ am the _ 


in Mr a/wir fmilled action or proceeding. / A*nr nraJ Ar foregoing 


and know the conienls thereof; and I certify that the same is fme of my own knowledge, except as to those matters nhich are therein 


stated upon my information or belief, and as to those molten I believe it to be true. 


I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed on 


(date I 


at 


(place) 


. California 


Signature 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL (I0l3t. 2015.5 C. C. P.) 

STATt OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

/ am a resident oj the county aforesaidI am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action; my business 
address is: » 

# 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd., Ste. 400, Woodland Hills CA 91367 


September 17 _ /9 82 , sentd lhe wllhin _CROSStCOMPLAINT 


parties herein 

on the .... . ..—— --- 

in said action. 

XX_- 

tbben£iitMtr i: 


LAWRENCE E. HELLER 

LENSKE, LENSKE, HELLER & MAGASIN 

A Law Corporation 

6400 Canoga Ave., Ste. 315 

Woodland Hills, CA 91367 


I declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on Se Pt.l7, 1982 ^ Woodland Hills 


(date) 


(place) 


.. California 


QUm, hu/fa/i. 


Signature 
T/RM& PEVTOM 
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iS5 Topanga Canyon Boulevard 
ilte 400 

^yjland Hills, California 91367 
ijephone (213) 716-9400 
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FiutfO: j/l/95 


[Attorneys for Defendant and Cross-Complainant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


( CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
corporation, 

Plaintiff, 


.'L 


vs. 


15 




17 

18 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES 1 
through 10, inclusive. 

Defendants, 


21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 


27 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Cross-Complainant 

vs. 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, a California 
corporation, L. RON HUBBARD 
CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, RELIGIOUS 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER, and DOES 
1 through 100, 
inclusive, 

Cross-Defendants. 


) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

,) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

,) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


CASE NUMBER: C 420 153 

THIRD AMENDED CROSS-COMPLAINT FOR 
DAMAGES 


REC -r«© 

* V 
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Cross-Complainant, GERALD ARMSTRONG, alleges as 


Allows: 


PARTIES 

1. Cross-Defendant, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, hereinafter Cross-Defendant "SCIENTOLOGY" is a 
corporation organized and existing under the laws of the 
State of California, having a principal office and place of 
business in California and doing business in the State of 
California within the territorial jurisdiction of this Court. 

2. Cross-Defendant, L. RON HUBBARD, hereinafter 
Cross-Defendant HUBBARD, is the founder of Cross-Defendant 
SCIENTOLOGY and at all times material to this Cross-Complaint 
was, by virtue of his role as the founder and leader of 
Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY, overall supervisor of the 
guardian’s Office and of the Sea Organization of Cross- 
Defendant SCIENTOLOGY. The Guardian’s Office and Sea 
Drganization had agents operating in Cross-Defendant 
SCIENTOLOGY under the ultimate control of Cross-Defendant 
iUBBARD. Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was knowledgeable and had 
jltimate control over the activities of employees of 
Sross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY specifically over the Guardian's 
)ffice and Sea Organization as pled herein. Cross-Defendant 
1UBBARD was a resident of the State of California from early 
.976 through several months into 1980 at which time some of 
:he acts complained of herein against Cross-Defendants, each, 
:ommenced, although said acts were not discovered until the 

7 / 
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j of 1981. Cross-Defondant HUBBARD has a legal address in 
5 tate of California although he is now concealing his 

p 

r #abouts through an elaborate system with the goal of * 
iding service of legal process or summons. The acts 
leged herein of Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY are the acts as 
n t of Cross-Defendant HUBBARD and said acts constituted a 
rs e of conduct carried on within the State of California 
^fider the orders and supervision of Cross-Defendant HUBBARD, 
jtje acts of Cross-Defendant HUBBARD against Cross-Complainant 
ycre causing consequences in the State of California by 
fraudulently using the services, time, and labor of the 
Cross-Complainant . Cross-Defendant HUBBARD is believed to be 
in the State of California, however he conceals his actual 
whereabouts. 

3. Cross-Defendant, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL, hereinafter Cross-Defendant "SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL", is a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the State of California, having a principal 
office and place of business in California, and doing 
business in the State of California within the territorial 
jurisdiction of this Court. 

4. Cross-Defendant, RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY CENTER, 
hereinafter Cross-Defendant "RTC", is a corporation organized 
and existing under the laws of the State of California, 
having a principal office and place of business in 
California, and doing business in the State of California 
within the territorial jurisdiction of this Court. 
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5. At all times herein mentioned, the individuals 
get forth herein, Graham Leese, Kingsley Wimbush, Helen 
pollen, Dorothy Knight, Jan Norton, Anne Tasket, Virgil 
Ifilhite, Lyman Spurlock, Marilyn Brewer and other unnamed 
Scientologists were acting as agents/representatives/ 
employees for Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY within the course 
end scope of their agency/representation/employment. 

6. At all times herein mentioned, each Cross- 
Defendant was the agent and employee of each of the remaining 
Cross-Defendants, and in doing the things hereinafter 
mentioned, each Cross-Defendant was acting within the course 
and scope of its employment and authority as such agent/ 
representative/employee, and with the consent of the 
remaining co-Cross-Defendants. 

7. Cross-Defendants, DOES 1 through 100, 
inclusive, are sued herein under such fictitious names for 
the reason that the true names and capacities of said 
Cross-Defendants are unknown to Cross-Complainant at this 
time; that when the true names and capacities of said 
Cross-Defendants are ascertained Cross-Complainant will ask 
leave of Court to amend this Cross-Complaint to insert the 
true names and capacities of said fictitiously named 
Cross-Defendants, together with any additional allegations 
that may be necessary in regard thereto; that each of said 
fictitiously named Cross-Defendants claim that Cross- 
Complainant has a legal obligation to Cross-Defendants by 
virtue of the facts referred to below; that each of said 


/// 
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ifictitously named Cross-Defendants are in some manner legally 
L #g p°nsible for the acts and occurrences hereinafter alleged. 


FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

(For Fraud Against Cross-Defendants SCIENTOLOGY 

and HUBBARD) 


18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


8. Cross-Complainant repeats and realleges 
paragraphs 1-7 as though fully set forth herein and further 
alleges: 

9. At all times material herein, Cross-Defendants, 
each, held themselves out to the Cross-Complainant to be a 
part of a legitimate, law-abiding, scientific, education 
organization engaged in the business of providing goods and 
services aS a non-profit organization wherever they were 
authorized by law to do business. Cross-Defendants, each, 
perpetrated the acts set forth in this Cross-Complaint as a 
matter of written policy, composed, implemented and enforced 
by the individual Cross-Defendant HUBBARD and specially 
implemented against the Cross-Complainant by the agents/ 
representatives/employees of Cross-Defendant HUBBARD and 
SCIENTOLOGY pursuant to the written directives and policy of 
Cross-Defendant HUBBARD. The policies, doctrine and conduct 
alleged herein constitute a civil conspiracy by Cross- 
Defendants, each, to commit the torts set forth herein. 

10. Cross-Defendants, HUBBARD and SCIENTOLOGY, 
have for a period exceeding 15 years engaged in a pattern of 

/// 
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•The first science to make whole classes of backward 
children averagely bright using only drills the teacher 
-can do a few minutes in each day.” 

"The first science to determine the basic cause of 
disease.” 

"The first science to contain exact technology to 
routinely alleviate physical illnesses with complete 
predictable success.” 

"The first science of mind to prove conclusively that 
physical illness can stem from mental disturbance, a 
fact which Freud held only as a theory, and only seldom 
demonstrated." 

(b) Twenty-four page pamphlet, entitled "Ability Issue 
71: Being Clear and How to Get There,” by L. Ron 

Hubbard. 

"Scientology, the optimum individual is called the 
clear. One will hear much of that word, both as a noun 
and a verb, so it is well to spend the time here at the 
outset setting forth exactly what can be called a clear, 
the goal of Scientology processing." 

"A clear can be tested for any and all psychoses, 
neuroses, compulsions and repressions (all aberrations) 

and can be examined for any autogenic (self generated) 
diseases referred to as psychosomatic ills. These tests 
confirm the clear to be entirely without such ills or 
aberrations. Additional tests of his intelligence 


/// 
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indicate it to be high above the current norm. 
Observation of his activity demonstrates that he pursues 
.existence with vigor and satisfaction." 

"Further, these results can be obtained on a comparative 
basis. A neurotic individual, possessed also of 
psychosomatic ills, can be tested for those aberrations 
and illnesses demonstrating they exist. He can then be 
given Scientology processing to the end of clearing 
these neuroses and ills. Finally, he can be examined, 
with the above results. This, in passing, is an 
experiment which has been performed many times with 
invariable results. It is a matter of laboratory test 
that all individuals who have organically complete 
nervous systems respond in this fashion to Scientology 
clearing." 

(c) Book, entitled "Dianetics: The Modern Science of 
Mental Health," by L. Ron Hubbard. 

"Simple though it is, dianetics does and is these 
things: 

1. It is an organized science of thought built on 
definite axioms: statements of natural laws on the order 
of those of the physical sciences. 

2. It contains a therapeutic technique with which can 
be treated all inorganic mental ills and all psycho¬ 
somatic ills, with assurance of complete cure in 
unselected cases. 
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3. it produces a condition of ability and rationality 
for Man well in advance of the current norm, enhancing 
-rather than destroying his vigor and personality. 

'4. Dianetics gives a complete insight into the full 
potentialities of the mind, discovering them to be well 
in excess of past supposition. 

5 . The basic nature of man is discovered in dianetics 
rather than hazarded or postulated, since that basic 
nature can be brought into action in any individual 
completely. And that basic nature is discovered to be 
good. 

6 . The single source of mental derangement is dis¬ 
covered and demonstrated, on a clinical or laboratory 
basis, by dianetics. 

7. The extent, storage capacity and recallability of 
the human memory is finally established by dianetics. 

8 . The full recording abilities of the mind are 
discovered by dianetics with the conclusion that they 
are quite dissimilar to former suppositions. 

9. Dianetics brings forth the non-germ theory of 
disease, complementing bio-chemistry and Pasteur's work 
on the germ theory to embrace the field. 

10. With dianetics ends the 'necessity of destroying 
the bran by shock or surgery to effect 'tractability’ in 
mental patients and 'adjust' them.' 

11. A workable explanation of the physiological effects 
of drugs and endocrine substances exists in dianetics 
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and many problems posed by endocrinology are answered." 
•Chapter V 

0 

PSYCHO-SOMATIC ILLNESS" 

"psycho-somatic illnesses are those which have a mental 
origin but which are nevertheless organic. Despite the 
fact that there existed no precise scientific proof of 
this before dianetics, and opinion as to their existence 
has been strong since the days of Greece, and in recent 
times various drug preparations have been concocted and 
sold which were supposed to overcome these sicknesses. 
Some success was experienced, sufficient to warrant a 
great deal of work on the part of researchers. Peptic 
ulcers, for instance, have yielded to persuasion and 
environmental change. A recent drug called ACTH has had 
astonishing but wildly predicting results. Allergies 
have been found to yield more or less to things which 
depressed histamine in the body." 

"The problem of psycho-somatic illness is entirely 
embranced by dianetics, and by dianetic technique such 
illness has been eradicated entirely in every case.” 

"On the physical therapy level anything as violent as 
surgery or exodontistry in the psycho-somatic place is 
utter barbarism in the light of dianetics. 'Toothache' 
is normally psycho-somatic." 

"Organic illnesses enough to fill several catalogues are 
psycho-somatic. No recourse to surgery of any kind 
should be had until it is certain that the ailment is 
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not psycho-somatic or that the illness will not diminish 
by itself if the potency of the reactive mind is 

p 

reduced." 

(d) Twelve-page pamphlet, entitled "Ability Issue 72" 

(e) Sixty-four page booklet entitled "Scientology: The 
Fundamentals of Thought", by L. Ron Hubbard. 

Subtitle: "The Basic Book of the Theory and Practice of 

Scientology for Beginners”. 

Scientology is that branch of psychology which treats of 
(embraces) human ability. It is an extension of 
DIANETICS * * * Scientology is actually a new but very 
basic psychology in the most exact meaning of the word. 
It can and does change behaviour and intelligence and it 
can and does assist people to study life. Scientology, 
used by the trained and untrained person improves the 
health, intelligence, ability, behavior, skill and 
appearance of people. 

It is a precise and exact science, designed for an age 
of exact sciences. 

Scientology is employed by an Auditor (one who listens 
and commends) as a set of drills (exercises, processes) 
upon the individual, and small or large groups. It is 
also employed as an educational (teaching) subject. It 
has been found that pesons can be processed (drilled) in 
Scientology with Scientology exercises and can be made 
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well of many, many illnesses and can become brighter, 
more alert and more competent. BUT if they are only 
' processed they have a tendency to be overwhelmed and 
startled and although they may be brighter and more 
competent they are still held down by an ignorance of 
life. Therefore, it is far better to teach AND process 
(audit, drill) a person than only to process him. In 
other words the best use of Scientology is through 
processing and education in Scientology. In this way 
there is no imbalance. It is interesting that people 
only need to study Scientology to have some small rise 
in their own intelligence, behaviour and competence. 

The study itself is therapeutic (good medicine) by 
actual testing. 

Tens of thousands of case histories (reports on 
patients, individual records) all sworn to (attested 
before public officials) are in the possession of the 
organizations of Scientology. No other subject on earth 
except physics and chemistry has had such grueling 
testing (proofs, exact findings). Scientology in the 
hands of an expert (Auditor) can cure some 70% of Han's 
illnesses (sicknesses). Scientology is used by some of 
the largest companies (business organizations) on Earth. 
It is valid. It has been tested. It is the only 
thoroughly tested system of improving human relations, 
intelligence and character and is the only one which 
does. 


/// 


- 12 - 















[ . 

* * 

A 196 

(£) Seventy-one page booklet, entitled "The Problems of 
Work," by L. Ron Hubbard. 

"Scientology is the first American science of Man. -It 
is the technical know-now of the American applied to 
himself. In contrast to the metaphysical thinking of 
Europe that has formed the basis of our concepts of 
ourselves, Scientology is a technology, is factual and 
is exact as the technologies that base the development 
of the atom bomb . . . and it has a like source - the 
first class in nuclear physics, taught at George 
Washington University." 

"Scientology can and does change human behavior for the 
better. It puts the individual under control of himself 
- where he belongs. Scientology can and does increase 
human intelligence. By the most exact tests known it 
has been proven that Scientology can greatly increase 
intelligence in the individual. And Scientology can do 
other things. It can reduce reaction time and i.t can 
pull the years off one's appearance. But there is no 
intention here to give a list of all it can do. It is a 
science of life and it works. It adequately handles the 
basic rules of life and it brings order into chaos." 

"The mysteries of life are not today, with Scientology, 
very mysterious. Mystery is not a needful ingredient. 
Only the very aberrated man desires to have vast secrets 
held away from him. Scientology has slashed through 
many of the complexities which have been erected for men 
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and has bared the core of these problems. Scientology 
for the first time in man's history can predicatably 
•raise his intelligence, increase ability, bring about a 
return of the ability to play a game, and permits man to 
escape from the dwindling spiral of his own disa¬ 
bilities. Therefore, work itself can become a game, a 
pleasant and happy thing." 

(g) "Hard cover book, 112 pages, entitled "All About 
Radiation, by a Nuclear Physicist and a Medical Doctor" 
(by Cross-Defendant HUBBARD) 

We care very little about whether there is radiation in 
the atmosphere because a person who is in excellent 
physical condition does not particularly suffer mentally 
and thus physically from the effects of radiation. When 
a person is at a level where his general physical health 
is good, then this worry is not capable of depressing 
him into ill-health. Radiation is more of a mental than 
a physical problem and Scientology handles that." 

"The reaction to radiation in persons who have been 
given Scientology processing is by actual tests much 
lower than those who have not received it. We have 
conducted many experiments in that direction. But even 
we would find it very difficult and even antipathetic to 
get everybody together and give them the amount of group 
processing needed as safeguard against radiation." 
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11. The foregoing publications and representations 
.ye been excerpted and quoted directly from the "Appendix" 

fin the ca8e of United States v. Article or Device , 333 
[f.supp* 357 at p. 365 (Dis.Col.D. 1971), where a Federal 
Court found that the quoted publications were "Non-religious, 
■n d samples of False or Misleading Claims , (Emphasis 
supplied). The Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed the 
foregoing case, and issued a judgment condemning said 
literature and E-meters. In addition, said literature and 
E-meters were to bear a "Warning" to the reader/user that 
E-meters are not medically or scientifically useful for the 
diagnosis, treatment or prevention of any disease and are not 
capable of improving the health or bodily functions of 
anyone. 

12. Between the years 1972 and 1981 Cross- 
Complainant was entitled to receive the "Warning" required by 
said Judgment specifically in connection with the following 
publications and the false and fraudulent representations 
therein, published by Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY and read 
and relied upon by Cross-Complainant: 

(a) Eight-page pamphlet entitled "What is 
Scientology?"; 

(b) Book entitled "Dianetics: The Modern Science 
of Mental Health"; 

(c) Book entitled: "All About Radiation, by a 
Nuclear Physicist and a Medical Doctor". 
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13. Notwithstanding the foregoing "judgment”, 
between 1972 and 1981, Cross-Complainant paid for and 
received from Cross-Defendants SCIENTOLOGY and HUBBARD the 
publications set forth in Paragraphs 10 and 12, did not 
receive the required "Warning". 

14. in or about 1971 and continuously through 
December, 1981, Cross-Defendants, each, through written 
publications and oral statements of their agents/ 
representatives/employees Graham Leese, Kingsley Wimbush, 
Helen Pollen, Dorothy Knight, Jan Norton and Ann Tasket, 
falsely and fraudulently represented to Cross-Ccmplainant 
that if Cross-Complainant joined Scientology and underwent 
various courses and auditing for money, the following 
benefits were scientifically guaranteed: 

(a) Scientology is an educational, scientific, law 
abiding, non-profit organization, abiding by 
the laws of the United States governing 
non-profit organizations, dedicated to the 
well-being of mankind and engaged in lawful, 
educational and scientific research, study and 
practices throughout the United states and the 
world; 

(b) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to cure health problems and 
diseases; 

(c) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to raise I.Q.i 
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(d) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to promote family unity and 

» 

preserve marriages) 

(e) Auditing disclosures were completely confi¬ 
dential ; 

(f) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to prevent colds, improve eyesight, 
cure neuroses, cure mental, physical and 
emotional problems. Hubbard was the living 
proof that physical illness such as combat 
wounds could be cured, and after the war he 
completely healed himself. 

(g) Scientology and auditing were scientifically 
guaranteed to improve Cross-Complainant's 
career opportunities; 

(h) All scientifically guaranteed benefits of 
auditing would be obtained if Cross- 
Complainant joined the Sea Organization of 
Scientology; 

(i) All medical and dental needs would be taken 
care of if Cross-Complainant joined the Sea 
Organization of Scientology; 

(j) That by joining Scientology, Cross-Complainant 
would be part of the most ethical group on the 
planet. 
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15. The representations so made by Cross- 
fendants, each, were in fact secular and false. The true 

acts' were: 

(1) That Scientology and auditing did not 
scientifically guarantee : a cure for health 

i 

problems and diseases; an increase in 
Cross-Complainant's I.Q.; prevention of colds; 
improvement of eyesight; a cure for neuroses; 
a cure for all mental, physical and emotional 
problems; and an improvement of 
Cross-Complainant's career opportunities; 

(2) That Cross-Defendants, each, intended only to 
take Cross-Complainant's money and enslave his 
mind; 

(3) That Cross-Defendants, each, did not keep 
confidential the highly personal auditing 
disclosures of Cross-Complainant; 

(4) That Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was a fake and a 
fraud as more fully set forth in Paragraph ; 

(5) That Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY does not 
constitute, operate or function as a 
legitimate scientific, educational, non-profit 
organization. 

16. When Cross-Defendants, each, made the 
aforementioned representations contained in paragraphs 10 and 
14, Cross-Defendants, each, knew said representations to be 
false, and Cross-Defendants, each, made said representations 

/// 
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|th the intent to de£raud and 'deceive Cross-Complainant and 
1th the intent of inducing reliance and dependence on the 

* 

pjrt of Cross-Complainant to act in the manner hereinafter 

alleged. 

17. During the years 1971 through December, 1981, 

I to further induce Cross-Complainant to join Scientology and 
undergo various courses and auditing for money, it was 
falsely and fraudulently represented to Cross-Complainant, 
through biographical publications written by Cross-Defendant 
HUBBARD and distributed by Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY, and 
through oral representations of their agents/- 
representatives/employees, Graham Leese and Dorothy Knight 
that: 

(a) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was a medical doctor, 
that he graduated with an engineering degree 
from George Washington University, that he did 
post-graduate work at Princeton university and 
that he was a nuclear physicist; 

(b) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD had served four years 
in actual combat, commanded a squadron of 
Corvettes, and was crippled and blinded in 
World War II, but healed himself completely 
through Dianetic auditing; 

(c) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was a war hero and 
received two purple hearts and a total of 28 
medals and palms; 
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(d) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD spent several years in 
Asia, travelling and studying, including 
studies under Tibetan Lamas in his travels to 
Tibet; 

(e) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was twice pronounced 
dead, but in 1950 given a perfect bill of 
health for mental and physical fitness; 

(f) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD had never been 
involved with Blaick Magic, but had been voted 
into the Policeman's Hall of Fame for breaking 
up a Black Magic ring; 

(g) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD studied the work of 
Sigmund Freud under a personal student of 
Freuds; 

(h) Cross-Defendant had done the first complete 
mineralogical survey of Puerto Rico. 

Cross-Complainant particularly and expressly relied upon the 
foregoing representations, all of which Cross-Complainant 
discovered to be false and fraudulent in or about the fall of 
1981. 

18. Contrary to the false and fraudulent 
representations made to the Cross-Complainant, the true facts 
are that Cross-Defendant HUBBARD is not a nuclear physicist, 
nor a medical doctor; did not graduate from George Washington 
University or do post-graduate work at Princeton; did not 
serve four years in combat; did not suffer any wounds as a 
result of combat in World War II; did not cure blindness 
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resulting from war wounds through auditing j was not a 
decorated war hero; was never twice pronounced dead and 
thereafter found to be physically and mentally fit; did not 
study under Tibetan lamas or students of Freud; was involved 
in Black Magic; and never did the first complete minera- 
logical survey of Puerto Rico. Cross-Defendant HUBBARD# in 
fact# never graduated from said universities# flunked the 
only physics course he ever took# never served in any combat# 
spent four years in the U.S. Navy in the United States # 
except for three months n Australia; was relieved of duty on 
several occasions# once in June 1943 when he ordered the crew 
of a ship to fire "practice rounds" off the coast of Mexico; 
and again relieved of duty in September 1944 when he found a 
coke bottle filled with gasoline with a wick attached on 
board his ship three days before the ship sailed to the South 
Pacific and into combat; sought disability from the V.A. for 
suicidal tendencies and mental illness# and was diagnosed as 
suffering from duodenal ulcers; was involved in a bigamous 
marriage, stole funds from his partner# wrote bad checks and 
was generally chased by various authorities and creditors 
across the United States. 

19. Cross-Complainant# at the time said 
aforementioned representations were made by Cross-Defendants# 
each# was ignorant of the falsity of Cross-Defendants’# each# 
representations and believed them to be true. In reliance on 
said representations# Cross-Complainant was induced to and 
did the following: 
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(a) invested eleven years of his life, 
laboring an average of 80 hours per week for 
Cross-Defendants, each, without just compen¬ 
sation; 

(b) Forfeited a formal education; 

(c) Made personal disclosures about 
Cross-Complainant's life during intensive 
"auditing" sessions, which Cross-Complainant 
was promised would remain confidential and 
which Cross-Defendants, each, thereafter 
disclosed to third persons. 

(d) Underwent course and "auditing" for which 
Cross-Complainant paid money to Cross- 
Defendants, each, in a sum which is presently 
unascertained, but Cross-Complainant will ask 
leave of Court to amend this Cross-Complaint 
when the same has been ascertained. 

20. As a proximate result of Cross-Defendants', 
each, fraud and deceit, Cross-Complainant was induced to 
expend eleven years of time, energy and money in an attempt 
to derive the scientifically guaranteed benefits as 
represented by Cross-Defendants, each, by reason of which 
Cross-Complainant has been damaged in a sum which is 
presently unascertained, but Cross-Complainant will ask leave 
to Court to amend this Cross-Complaint when the same has been 
ascertained. 
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21. in doing the acts Herein alleged, Cross- 
Defendants, each, acted with oppression, fraud and malice, 

p 

and Cross-Complainant is entitled to punitive damages in the 
sum of Fifteen Million ($15,000,000.00) Dollars. 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 

(For Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress 
Against All Cross-Defendants) 

22. Cross-Complainant repeats and realleges 
paragraphs 1 through 21 as though fuly Set forth herein and 
further alleges: 

23. In or about 1971 and continuously through 
December, 1981, Cross-Defendants HUBBARD and SCIENTOLOGY 
promised and represented to Cross-Complainant that any and 
all information disclosed during "auditing" would remain 
confidential between Cross-Complainant and the auditor. 

24. Contrary to said promises and representations, 
Cross-Defendants, each intentionally, oppressively and 
maliciously disclosed to third persons the confidential 
information disclosed by Cross-Complainant during "auditing". 
Further, Cross-Defendants, each, intentionally, oppressively 
and maliciously engaged in a systematic course of conduct 
designed and intended to disclose said information received 
furing "auditing" to control and manipulate Cross- 
Complainant . 

25. in or about February of 1982 and April of 
1982, after Cross-Complainant left the Church of Scientology, 
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Cross-Defendants, each Intentionallyoppressively and 
maliciously declared Cross-Complainant to be a "Suppresive 

p 

person" subject to the "Pair Game Doctrine", which promotes 
harassment and intimidation of those opposed to Scientology 
and states as follows: 

"Fair Game. May be deprived of 
property or injured by any means by any 
Scientologist without any discipline of 
the Scientologist. May be tricked, 
sued or lied to or destroyed." 

26. As a result of the intentional, oppressive and 
malicious conduct of Cross-Defendants, each, in declaring 
Cross-Complainant to be a "Suppressive person" subject to the 
"Fair Game Doctrine", Cross-Complainant was placed in 

l 

trepidation and fear for his life, has had materials stolen 
from him by Cross-Defendants, each, has been continually 
harassed, followed, pushed, assaulted, and kept under 

constant surveillance by Cross-Defendants, each. j 

27. In doing the acts hereinabove alleged, | 

Cross-Defendants', each, conduct was intentional, malicious, j 

oppressive, outrageous and extreme, and done for the purpose 

of causing Cross-Complainant severe emotional shock, trauma, 

mental anguish, fear and anxiety. | 

28. As a direct and proximate result of the j 

intentional, oppressive, malicious, willful, wanton, wrongful 

and reckless acts of Cross-Defendants, each, as aforesaid, 
Cross-Complainant was hurt and injured in Cross-Complainant’s 

:.X 
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italth, strength snd activity, sustaining shock and great 
^motional, physical and psychological distress; all of which 

p 

caused and continue to cause Cross-Complainant great 
apotional, physical and psychological pain and suffering. 
Cross-Complainant is informed and believes that said injuries 
vill result in some permanent disability to Cross-Complainant 
a t this time, and Cross-Complainant will ask leave of Court 
to amend this Cross-Complaint in this regard when same has 
been ascertained. 

29. In doing the acts herein alleged, Cross- 
Defendants, each, acted with oppression, fraud and malice, 
and Cross-Complainant is entitled to punitive damages in the 
sum of Fifteen Million ($15,000,000.00) Dollars. 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

(For Libel on Its Fact Against All Cross-Defendants) 

30. Cross-Complainant repeats and realleges 
Paragraphs 1 through 29 as though fully set forth herein and 
further alleges: 

31. On or about February 18, 1982 and again on 
April 22, 1982, Cross-Defendants, each, printed, published, 
and circulated, or caused to be printed, published and 
circulated a " Suppressive Person Declare Gerry Armstrong ", 
which is attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated 
herein for all purposes. 

32. Said " Suppressive Person Declare Gerry 
Armstrong " is libelous on its face because it charges 
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Cross-Complainant with the crimes of theft# illegally take or 
possessing Church property# falsifying documents# false 
pretenses# willful loss or destruction of Church property# 
among numerous other groundless and baseless charges. 

33. Said " Suppressive Person Declare Gerry 
Armstrong " was read by individuals and third persons in or 
about February and April of 1982 and thereafter# in the City 
of Los Angeles# County of Los Angeles. Specifically# Virgil 
Wilhite, agent/representative/employee of Cross-Defendant 
SCIENTOLOGY was shown a copy of Suppressive Person Declare 
Gerry Armstrong by Lyman D. Spurlock, Jr.# agent/ 
representative/employee of Cross-Defendant RTC. Further# 
Cross-Complainant was told by Marilyn Brewer# agent/ 
representative/employee of Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY that 
Suppressive person Declare Gerry Armstrong was widely 
distributed and that she had received a copy of said Declare 
from the central communications center of the Cross- 
Defendants# each - Flag Operations Liaison Organization# 
located in Los Angeles# California. Cross-Complainant is 
informed and believes that said Suppresive Person Declare 
Gerry Armstrong was widely distributed by agents/ 
representatives/employees of all Cross-Defendants# but that 
specific knowledge of said distribution lies with Cross- 
Defendants, each. 

34. As a direct and proximate result of the 
printing, publication and circulation of the " Suppressive 
Person Declare Gerry Armstrong ", Cross-Complainant has 
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s uffered loss of reputation, shame, mortification and hurt 
feelings in a sum which is presently unascertained and 

p 

Cross-Complainant will ask leave of Court to amend this * 
Cross-Complaint when same has been ascertained. 

35. The above-described publication was printed, 
Ipublished and circulated by Cross-Defendants, each, becuse of 

their feelings of hatred and ill-will toward Cross- 
Complainant and with a desire to oppress Cross-Complainant 
and thus the awarding of exemplary and punitive damages in 
the amount of Fifteen Million ($15,000,000.00) Dollars is 
justified. 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 
(For Breach of Contract Against 
Cross-Defendants SCIENTOLOGY and HUBBARD) 

36. Cross-Complainant repeats and realleges 
paragraphs 1 thorugh 21 as though fully set forth herein and 
further alleges: 

37. In or about 1971 Cross-Defendants, each, 
entered into an oral contract with Cross-Complainant, wherein 
Cross-Defendants, each, and their agents/representatives/ 
employees, including Graham Leese, Kingsley Wimbush, Helen 
Pollen, Dorothy Knight, Jan Norton, and Anne Tasket, promised 
Cross-Complainant through oral representations that if Cross- 
Complainant joined Scientology and took and paid for various 
courses and auditing, the following benefits were scienti¬ 
fically guaranteed: 
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(a) A cure of health problems and disease? 

(b) Higher 1.0.1 

(c) Family unity and preservation of marriage? 

(d) Improvement of eyesight? 

(e) A cure of all neuroses, mental and physical 
problems? 

(f) improvement of career opportunity, 

g 38. To further induce Cross-Complainant into 

entering an agreement with Cross-Defendants, each, it was 
promised and represented to Cross-Complainant that: 

(a) Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY is an educational, 
scientifical, non-profit organization, abiding by the laws of 
the United States governing non-profit organizations, 
dedicated to the well-being of mankind and engaged in lawful, 
educational and scientific research, study and practices? 

(b) Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was a nuclear 
physicist and a medical doctor with degrees from George 
Washington University and Princeton University? that • 
Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was a war hero, severely wounded 
after serving four years in actual combat in the South 
Pacific from 1941 through 1944? and that Cross-Defendant 
HUBBARD cured himself through auditing while spending one 
year in a military hospital for wounds including blindness 
from an exploding shell received in combat. 

(c) That "auditing" was completely confidential. 
39. Although Cross-Defendants, each, initially 

made said representations in or about 1971, the same 
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representations were continuously Repeated to Cross- 
Complainant £rom 1971 through December, 1981, in an effort to 
induce cross-complainant to remain in Scientology, to work 
for Cross-Defendants, each, for little or no pay, and to take 
more and more courses and auditing for money to achieve the 
"scientifically guaranteed” benefits promised. 

40. At all times with respect to said continuing 
oral contract, Cross-Defendants, each, promised and 
represented to Cross-Complainant that Cross-Defendants, each, 
fully intended to fulfill the terms of said contract and 
provide Cross-Complainant with the aforementioned 
scientifically guaranteed benefits. 

41. At all times with respect to said continuing 
contract, and during the eleven years Cross-Complainant was 
in Scientology, Cross-Complainant reasonably believed the 
aforementioned representations made by Cross-Defendants, 
each, and in reliance thereon performed all of the terms and 
conditions on his part to be performed in that Cross- 
Complainant : 

(a) Invested eleven years of his life laboring an 
average of 80 hours per week for Cross-Defendants, 
each, without just compensation; 

(b) Forfeited formal education; 

(c) Made personal disclosures about 
Cross-Complainant's life during intensive 
"auditing" sessions, which Cross-Complainant was 
promised would remain confidential and which 
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Cross-Defendants, each, thereafter disclosed to 
third persons; 

a 

(d) Underwent courses and "auditing" for which 
Cross-Complainant paid money to Cross-Defendants, 
each, in a sum presently unascertained, but 
Cross-Complainant will ask leave of Court to amend 
this Cross-Complaint when the same has been 
ascertained; 

(e) Strictly adhered to all of the representations 
and requirements of Cross-Defendants, each, in 
order to obtain the scientifically guaranteed 
benefits. 

42. Cross-Defendants, each, breached said contract 
in that Cross-Defendants, each, have retained the monies paid 
by Cross-Complainant, have failed to provide any of the 
aforementioned scientifically guaranteed benefits to 
Cross-Complainant, have breached all confidences regarding 
Cross-Complainant's auditing, and have further engaged in 
intimidating and harassive tactics against Cross-Complainant. 

43. As a direct and proximte result of Cross- 
Defendants' , each, breach of contract, Cross-Complainant has 
sustained damage in a sum which is presently unascertained, 
but Cross-Complainant will ask leave of Court to amend this 
Cross-Complaint when the same has been ascertained. 

/// 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

(Tortious Interference With Contract Against 

« 

Cross-Defendants SCIENTOLOGY* SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL and RTC) 

44. Cross-Complainant repeats and realleges 
paragraphs 1 through 21 as though fully set forth herein and 
further alleges: 

45. In or about January of 1980* at Los Angeles* 
California* Cross-Complainant, and Cross-Defendant HUBBARD 
entered into a written contract whereby Cross-Complainant 
agreed to assemble information and documentation* as well as 
do research for a biography to be written about 
Cross-Defendant HUBBARD. On or about January 8* 1980* 
Cross-Complainant forwarded a Petition to Cross-Defendant 
HUBBARD to approve Cross-Complainant as a "Biography 
Researcher" for a project which ultimately involved the 
completion of a biography of Cross-Defendant HUBBARD. A copy 
of said Petition is attached hereto as Exhibit "D". 
Thereafter* in January of 1980* Cross-Defendant HUBBARD wrote 
to Cross-Complainant and stated in substance that the 
Petition was approved and that Cross-Defendant HUBBARD was 
pleased Cross-Complainant had located old records thought to 
be stolen in 1953. Cross-Complainant is informed and 
believes that the document approving the Petition is in the 
possession of Cross-Defendant SCIENTOLOGY. 

46. From 1980 until April of 1982* a period of 
about 30 months* Cross-Complainant performed his portion of 
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[the contract by collecting and collating materials and 
documentation about Cross-Defendant HUBBARD and providng the 
same -to the biographer, Omar V. Garrison; by interviewing 
persons with biographical knowledge of Cross-Defendant 
HUBBARD; by collecting manuscripts and other writings of 
Cross-Defendant HUBBARD, among other things, for which 
Cross-Complainant was paid. Cross-Complainant would have 
continued to perform the aforementioned duties, but was 
prevented from doing so by Cross-Defendants', each, inter¬ 
ference and acts hereinafter alleged. 

47. At all times herein mentioned, Cross- 
Defendants, each, had knowledge of the contract between 
Cross-Complainant and Cross-Defendant HUBBARD and of 
Cross-Complainant's position of Archivist. In spite of such 
knowledge and with malicious intent to induce Cross-Defendant 
HUBBARD to terminate such contract without just cause, 
Cross-Defendants, each, declared Cross-Complainant a 
■Suppressive Person" and charged Cross-Complainant with 
various crimes including, but not limited to, "theft", 
■illegally taking or possessing Church property" and 
■promulgating false information about the Church, its Founder 
and members" (see Exhibit "A" attached hereto). 
Cross-Defendants, each, further induced HUBBARD upon the 
false grounds set forth in the Suppressive Person Declare, to 
breach the contract with Cross-Complainant and to dissafirm 
and deny to Cross-Complainant all of his rights and interest 
Biography Researcher, all for the purpose of depriving 


as 


(/// 
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Cross-Complainant of hia rights under the contract and 
preventing Cross-Complainant from fulfilling the contract and 

p 

receiving compensation therefore. 

48. As a proximate result of such inducement by 
Cross-Defendants, each, Cross-Defendant HUBBARD breached the 
contract with Cross-Complainant without just cause preventing 
Cross-Complainant from completing the terms of the contract 
and from collecting any compensation from Defendant HUBBARD 
under said contract. 

49. As a direct and proximate result of 
Cross-Defendants', each, tortious .interference with the 
contract, Cross-Complainant sustained damage in a sum which 
is presently unascertained, but Cross-Complainant will ask 
leave of Court to amend this Cross-Complaint when the same 
has been ascertained. 

50. in doing the acts herein alleged, Cross- 
Defendants, each, acted with oppression, fraud and malice, 
and Cross-Complainant is entitled to punitive damages in the 
sum of Fifteen Million ($15,000,000.00) Dollars. 

WHEREFORE, Cross-Complainant prays for judgment 
against Cross-Defendants, each, as follows: 

FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION 

1. General damages according to proof; 

2. Punitive damages in the sum of Fifteen Million 
($15,000,000.00) Dollars; 

SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION 


3. General damages according to proof; 
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4. Punitive damages in the sum of Fifteen Million 
($15*000,000.00) Dollars; 

THIRD CAUSE OF ACTION 

5. General damages according to proof; 

6. Punitive damages in the sum of Fifteen Million 
($15,000,000.00) Dollars; 

FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

7. Compensatory damages according to proof with 
interest thereon; 

FIFTH CAUSE OF ACTION 

8. Compensatory damages according to proof with 
interest thereon; 

9. Punitive damages in the sum of Fifteen Million 
($15,000,000.00) Dollars; 

ALL CAUSES OF ACTION 

10. For costs of suit incurred herein; and 

11. For such other and further relief as this 
Court may deem just and proper. 

DATED: June 30, 1983 

CONTOS 6 BUNCH 


By: 


BRUCE M. BUNCH 

Attorneys for Defendant and 

Cross-Complainant 

GERALD ARMSTRONG 
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PUG CONDITIONS ORDER 6664R 


36 February 1082 
Revised 22.4.,82 


SUPPRESSIVE PERSON DECLARE 

GERRY ARMSTRONG ' 

GERRY. ARMSTRONG, now of Cot. lu Mesa, California, Ik heroby DECLARED 
A SUPPRESSIVE PERSON according to IICO PL 7 Doc 7C LEAVING AND LEAVES: 

"Where a person is secretly planning to leave and making privato 
preparations to do so without informinc the proper terminals in an org 
and does leave (blow) and docs not return w-ithin a reasonable lengtn 
of time an automatic Declare is to be issued." 

Gerry took an unauthorized leave in December 1981 and has refused 
to return and route out properly although he has been contacted and " 
repeatedly requested to do so.; 

Since Gerry was declared on 18 Fob 1082, reports havo boon made 
that also bring I lie following charge* against him for Crimss and High 
Crimes and Suppressive Acts against the Church: 


1. THEFT. 

2. ILLEGALLY TAKING OR POSSESSING CHURCH PROPERTY. 

3. RESELLING ORG MATERIEL FOR PRIVATE GAIN. 

4. IMPERSONATING A SCIENTOLOGIST OR STAFF MEMBER WHEN NOT AUTHORIZED. 

5. FALS1FY1NG REPORTS. 

6. MAKING OUT OR SUBMITTING OR ACCEPTING FALSE PURCHASE ORDERS. 

7. JUGGLING ACCOUNTS. 

8. OBTAINING LOANS OR MONEY UNDER FALSE PRETENSES. 

9. ISSUING THE DATA OR INFORMATION OR INSTRUCTIONAL OR ADMINISTRATIVE 
/ PROCEDURES WITHOUT CREDIT OR FALSELY ASSIGNING CREDIT FOR THEM 

TO ANOTHER. 

10. ENGAGING IN MALICIOUS HUMOUK-MONGKK1NG TO DESTROY THE AUTHORITY 
OR REPUTE OF HIGHER OFFICERS OR THE LEADING NAMES OF SCIENTOLOGY 
OR TO "SAFEGUARD" A POSITION. 

11. SEEKING TO SPLINTER OFF AN AREA OF SCIENTOLOGY AND DENY iT PROPERLY 
CONSTITUTED AUTHORITY FOR PERSONAL PROFIT, PERSONAL POWER OR "TO 
SAVE THE ORGAN17.ATIUN FROM THE HIGHER OFFICERS OF SC1ENTOI.0GY." 

12. PRONOUNCING SCIENTOLOGISTS GUILTY OF THE PRACTICE OF STANDARD 
SCIENTOLOGY. 

13. WILLFUL LOSS OR DESTRUCTION OF CHURCH PROPERTY. 

14. HOLDING SCIENTOLOGY MATERIALS OR POLICIES UP TO RIDICULE, CONTEMPT 
OR SCORN. 

15. SPREADING DESTRUCTIVE RUMOURS ABOUT SENIOR SCIENTOLOGISTS. 

.. iHETKNiHNG K) EXPRESS A MULTIPLE OPINION (USE OF "EVERYBODY") IN 
VITAL REPORTS. * ’ "" ' y~ 

17. BEING A KNOWING ACCESSORY TO A SUPPRESS1VE ACT, 

18. FAILURE TO RANDLE (III DISAVOW AND DISCONNECT FROM A PERSON 
DEMONSTRABLY GUILTY OF SUPPRESSIVE ACTS. 

Since Gurry Armstrong left the Church, ho has falsoly represented 
himself to others and said ho was on a "secret, mission." Representing 
himself then as a staff member, he I lion misrepresented the actions of 
the Church and its members to others. Gerry has chronically misrepre¬ 
sented himself and others. . 


EXHIBIT 4 
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He has spoken out for LSD and L.SD-proponent Timothy Leary knowing 
well that such illicit drugs are strictly prohibited by the Church 
id that Church Founder L. Ron Hubbard has written against their usage 
promotion due to their destructive nature. Knowing that LRH also 
researched and written how to combat the effects of these illicit 
ugs, Gerry Armstrong has degraded LIUI's research and prefers to promote 
research of Timothy Leary. 

Gerry .has taken and sought to sell Church property. He has also 
lilei to return Church property lie obtained. He also falsified his 
lurch financial records by failing to state the nature of the intended 
irehases and failing to spend the money for the approved items. Records 
him show purchases for personal items as well as covering the exponses 
non-Church companies. 

Gerry was also found to be promulgating false information about the 
lurch, its Founder and members. He used his position to create and 
ransmit erroneous information under the guise of "documentation." 

Iltered documents have been found in his area. 

Should Gerry Armstrong come to his senses and wish to recant, he 
lould apply steps A-K of HCO PL 1G May SO 111 ETHICS, SUPPRESSIVE ACTS, 
JPPRESSION OF SCIENTOLOGY AND SCIENTOLOGISTS. Should he fail to apply 
jlhese steps he will be expelled from the Church and be debarred. Should 
|e claim the label or the charges to be false, he may request a Committee 
If Evidence per the above referenced policy. 

His only terminal is the Continental Justice Chief PAC. 


POl Paul Laquerre 
Int Justice Chief 

Authorized by AVC 

for the 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
INTERNATIONAL 


CSI:AVC:PL:bk 
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8 Jan 1990 


oci 


PETITION 


CO HU 
DCC HU 

cci DCO CKO SU 
cc» Snr P PRO 
ooi HAS Pora Office 


Dear Sir* 

I an petitioning you to be posted to handle research for 
your biography and related projocto. 

I feel it wnrrants a petition to you bocause it entails 
research on your pernonal tine track and the person doing such 
would have to havo ycur trust. 

I wish to do this for the following roasonsi 

1* The futuro of this planet depends on Scientology.' The 
success of Scientology at this tine will depend in no small measure 
on the success of various of R*s personal undertakings* the 
Purification K /D and Nobel Price pjt, the h Biography and prose/ 
logal handlings to nontion the few I know about* 

* These projects currontly havo no ono researching,date 

gathering and collating for them. 


E 


2.* The finalization of any one of those projects will 
eatly alleviate current throats to R. His free movement could 
econe possible and his actions, projects and ideas in other 
phores will bocomo moro accepted. 

3* R vnl docs and writings will bo proservod - this will be 
great part of the post. 

Currontly thi3 is not being done adequately. Just 3 days 
igo I cane across a box of very old papers in Dol i»ol which were 
’.known to tho PPROS and othorn here. These Included R writings 
fron the 30*3 nnd hO's, R grade school English class essays and 
>ens, an R diary from the trip to Asia and many other’ docs. 

Thine writings arc of irmoncurablo value to cn R Biography, 
Jturo museum and to tho billions of iicicntologiats this planot 
111 oee. 

Also in Del 2 til I found sono does frem K*n Navy poriod 
>lch will now bo used in preoo legal nctiona. Document resoarch 
a must for success in this logal battle. 

I*n sure thoro are nnny more such vnl docs, writings and 
Ita around tho planot to be found, preserved and used to enhance 
imago nnd viability.’ 


INHIBIT 0 
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The papers I havo just found have boon ooplcd as an insurance 
fl .~»inst their loos and the originals have been put into zip-lock 
bags and wrapped in plastic* 


e=i 


B 


4. A documented, published biography could become the basis 
for an K life film (major production)* This will likely be the 
ultinato stop toward unlvoraal acceptance of R and his products* 

Any personnel added to handle these areas at this tine will 
greatly shorten the time to such a production* 

5 . I beliove I have tho qualifications to do this jobi 

I have 9 years of SO track during which I workod with R on 
the ship, at UCE and WHQ. 

I have a decent this lifetime training in f'h, legal and 
Intel, areas in which 1 worked on the ship botween 1971 and 1975» 

I would not do anything stupid on any lino which would damage 
R or Scientology. 

I'm litorate. t>\y written English ic grammatically adequate. 

I hnve little background in creative writing, however this would 
not bn nocescary because tho biography would be handled by a proven 
author such a3 Garrison. 

I havo had fabulous personal gains and ouccensoo from LRH 

Tech. 

| 6. I do not feel ny current post of R Konos I/C and the 

oresent functions I'm performing are as vital at this time as 
fthoso I*n requesting to do. I'y post is in a condition where it 
;ar. easily bo turned over. Thore are no immediate demands for 
living or office spaces at S. 

I havo worked in R Ron 03 for a yoar and havo been tho 
t/C for th9 last 6 months. It has been a rolatively flapless 
irlod and there have boon a number of accomplishments. 

I ;in considerably mors trained and gifted in the area 
If research than I am in building construction, 

I know my seniors, the CC HU and D/CO HU f with whom I’ve 
>rk?d very v/ell nil thin time, would not object to ny leaving tho 
roa to do thio function which is uo important to K'c success. 


s the 


7. This in something I want very much to do. (It i 
rat post in the SO I’ve over ached for). 

I first recognized its need brick in 1973 on the ship 
icn I did a project for I-ary J>uo of time-tracking the Apollo's 
Svcnents from purchase to that date, I had a hell of a time, 
“jody was recording a Ship's Hintory and the QI*. logs and Nav 
is wero lost or in terrible ahnpo. 


rwiRH B 





Recent events and Ae %?i&ovory of the old H writings have 
ide the collecting up of H*s docs and writings and the Scientology 
,d lea Org Histories and their prosorvntlon end their use in 
it production of a biography and other projocts a vital* vital task 

This is the way 1 can best servo you* * 

*••••<«• 


I'm requesting your approval on creating this post* 1 Likely 
X would be in the Pore I-HO area and be entitled something like 
iiography Researcher". 

Duties would include* 

- collecting up all R val docs from around the world (axcopt 
ios§ actually needed in a epepific location) 

- soeing to their proper preservation including vault safe 
gainst fire and sabotage 

- collecting up all R manuscripts and R writings of any 
ind possible 

- survoying for nnd gathering up personal contact accounts 
or legal* PR and biographical/anecdotal uoo 

- interviewing people for tho aarr.o 

- 3ifting.through R lectures and writings for usablo incidents 
ad contacts 

- liaison with tho Biographer for documentation and data 

- line to R for verification of data and approvals 

- false report correction actions 

I*m suro there aro moro nnd even those are a largo undertaking* 

Sir, may I havo your permission to do the above? 

This i3 okay. 


f-.uch love* 


Gerry 


CK 


R Hot OK 


rvv'.IRlT L'l 





A 223' 

Likewise, and again without waiving any applicable privileges, 

Mr. Armstrong's attorneys did not give me any documents, nor 
provide me with any documents to review. 

Executed at Los Angeles, California, on July , 1983. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing 
is true and correct. 




2 
















A 224 1 

PROOF OF SERVICE BY KAIL - 1013a, 2015.5 C.C.P. 


Laura Rocha 


declares as 


follows: 


I am employed in the County of Los Angeles, State of 
California; I am over the age of eighteen years and am not a party 
to this action; my business address is 333 South Grand Avenue, 

Los Angeles, California 90071, in said County and State; on the 
7th day of July _, 1983, I served the within: 

SUPPLEMENTAL DECLARATION OF ROBERT LINDSEY 


on the 

interested parties 


in this action, by placing a true copy thereof in a sealed envelope 

addressed to their _ attorney s of record, addressed as 

follows: 


Law offices of 
HOWARD J. STECHEL 
6255 Sunset Boulevard 
Suite 2000 

Los Angeles, CA 90028 


TRABISH & PETERSON 
John G. Peterson, Esq. 
4676 Admiralty Way 
Suite 902 

Marina Del Rey, CA 90291 


and by then sealing said envelope and depositing the same, with 


postage thereon fully prepaid, in the mail at Los Angeles, 
California; that there is a regular communication between the 


place of mailing and the place so addressed. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct and that this declaration was executed on this 


7th day of July _, 1983, at Los Angeles, California. 


Declarant 















VERIFICATION SY PARTY (466. 30115 C C. P.) 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF 

/«m the 

inJhe abort entitled action or proceeding: / bare read the foregoing. 
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- . » 9 \. 

and know the contents thereof; ond I certify that the same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those matters which ore therein 
stated upon my Information or belief, and as to those matters I believe it to be true. 



I declare, under penalty of perjury. that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed on 


(datel 


at. 


IpJoct) 


California 


Signature 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL (1013a. 2015.5 C. C. P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANG2LES 

lama resident of the county aforesaid; I am over the age of eighteen years and not a party to the within entitled action; my business 
address is: 

5855 Topanga Canyon Boulevard, Suite 400/ Woodland Hills, CA 91361 


O n July 1 » 19 ^ / served the within _ THIRD_ftMfitj.DEE). 

CROSS-COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES‘ 


^ lhe interested parties _ 

in said action, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid, in the United States mail 

al _ Woodland Hills, California _ 

addressed as follows: 


HOWARD J. STECHEL, ESQ. 
6255 Sunset Boulevard 
Suite 2000 

Los Angeles, CA 90028 

BARRETT S. LITT, ESQ. 
617 South Olive Street 
Suite 1000 

Los Angeles, CA 90014 


John G. Peterson, Esq. 
TRABISH & PETERSON 
4676 Admiralty Way 
Suite 902 

Marina del Rey, CA 90291 


I 


/ declare, under penalty of perjury, that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Executed on Ju^Y— X t 1.9,8 3„ 

(date) 


Woodland Hi^s^ _ 

-=Sctu aW 


California 


Signature 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPT. 83 


/3 / 


June 8 , 1983 



he Lawrence Wadt-ingtoa judge 

tE JUDGE PRO TEM 

D. fields 

DEPUTY CLERK 

— 1 

Deputy Sheriff 

Hone 

Reporter 



(Porties ond counsel checked if present) 


C 420 153 

Church of Scientology of 
California* etc. 
vs 

Gerald Armstrong 


Counsel for 
Plaintiff 


Counsel for 
Defendont 


Howard J. Steohel 


NATURE OF proceedings. C0UiVl i s RULING- OH SUBMITTED MATTER 


Demurrer of cross—defendant 
Church of Scientology of 
California* to eeoond 
amended cross-complaint 
of Cerald Armstrong 


I’otion of plaintiff and 
cross-defendant* for order 
severing complaint from 
cross-complaint for purpose 
of trial 


irotion of non-parties 
Robert Lindsey and the 
?7ew York Tines* to quash 
subpoena 

or 

in the alternative, for 
protective order 


These natters having been taken 
under submission on June 1. 1983* 
the Court now makes the following 
order* 

1) Due to clerical error, the 
oinute order of June 1* 1983 from 
this department does not reflect 
that the motion of non parties 
Robert Lindsey and the Hew York 
Times was taken off calendar at 
reqvaet of the moving party. Said 
motion Is placed off calendar 
buec pro tuno as of that date. 

2 ) Demurrer * Although the moving 
papers assert that religious in¬ 
stitutions are immune from judi¬ 
cial scrutiny of their beliefs* 
the amended cross-complaint posits 
the Church of Scientology os an 
entirely secular and scientific 
institution. A demurrer assumes 
the truth of the allegations in the 
complaint, (continued on page 2 ) 


0 IT IS STIPULATED thot Commissions . moy htr *w motto os Judge Pro Tom. 


0 TRANSFERRED TO/FROM DEPARTMENT 


0 OFF CALENDAR 
0 CONTINUED TO 


□ NOTICE: 


□ On court's own motion O No Appooronc. 


□ On court's own motion 
g REQUEST OF 


□ Cart tfsquaftfiM itself □ 170.6 CCP affidavit fiM 

□ At of moving party Q By stipulation 

• • . AT 

□ Stip. to b. filed □ Or arrt/writt.n stipulation. 


□ Moving party □ Rnpoodmiffi) 
TRO to remain in full force and effect O HO 6nofved 


□ Waived 


□ By moving party □ By respondents), 



0 PETITIONER(S) IS/ARE SWORN AND TESTIFIES/TESTIFY 


0 PETITION IS GRANTED (AS AMENDED) 


□ DECREE IS SIGNED AND FILED. 


. AT. AM 

A .pm 

i stipulation. V 

(p‘Y I ) 



MINUTES ENTERED 


37 DEPT. 83 

June 8 V 1983 


Pfv. 8/78) 7/81 

COUNTY CLERK 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPT. 83 


June 8, 1083 
Lawrence Y.'addlngton 


JUDGE 
JUDGE PRO TEM 
Deputy SK*riff 


Dp fiel&B 


DEPUTY CLERK 


Hone 


Reporter 

(Porties ond count*! checked if proton!) 


0 420 153 


Count*! for 
Plointiff 


Church of Scientology of 
California, etc. 
vs 

Gerald Armstrong, et al 


Count*! for 
Defendont 


Attorney for intervenor 
Barrett S. Litt 


CfURE OF PROCEEDINGS. 


COURT*S RULING OH SUBMITTED HATTER 


Motion by intervenor Mary Sue 
Hubbard in the motion by 
plaintiff Church of Scientology 
of California, for order oevering 
complaint from arose—complaint 
for purpose of trial 


This master having beefc taken 
tinder submiseion on June 1, 1983* 
the Court now makes the following 
ordert 


Demurrer ! (continued from page 1) 
l.liether" ’the principles of Scien¬ 


tology are founded upon religious or secular convictions must await 
summary judgment or trial. The Court notes that the cross-complaint 
does not allege the fraudulent sale of a product (such as the B- 
notor referred to in the cited cases) j rather the Church allegedly 
received the services of the crose-complainant as a consequence of 
of misrepresentation. The Court sees no need for the extensive 
summary of alleged misconduct by the plaintiff. The pleadings 
should be re-drafted to sever the liiotory of the Church from the 
allegations of misconduct toward the cross-complainant. - On the 
court&s own motion, pleadings are stricken as to the first cause of 
action - 20 day3 to ©mend. As to the second cause of action (inten¬ 
tional infliction of emotional distress) - OYERIiULUDj Facts 
alleged are sufficient. As to third cause of action (libel)* 
OVUKkULxDi Facts sufficient to establish non-privileged publication. 
Moreover, much of this information, if it exists, is in the posses¬ 
sion of cross-defendants. (continued on page 3) 


Dll IS STIPULATED that Commissioner .may h*or this matter os Judge Pro Tern. 

ft TRANSFERRED to/from DEPARTMENT . □ Court disqualifies itself □ 170.6 CCP affidavit filed 

0 OFF CALENDAR □ On court’s own motion □ No Appearance Q At request of moving party Q By stipulation 

l CONTINUED TO . IN DEPT.AT. 


□ On court's own motion □ Stip. to be filed 
Q REQUEST OF □ Moving party 


TRO to remain in full force and effect 


□ On oral/written stipulation. 

□ Respondent(s) f 


AM 

PM 


X 


O TRO dissolved 


I NOTICE: 


□ Waived 


□ By moving party O By respondent(s) 


|*PrrmoNER(s) is/ are sworn ano testifies/testify 


• V A i 1 V*. 


1TION IS GRANTED (AS AMENDED) 


□ DECREE IS SIGNED ANO FILED. 


yi l mpt. W %/S3 

9 ■ V hr\ i imtv /•! c* 


MINUTES ENTERED 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES DEPT. 83 


June 8 t 1983 



Lawrence Waddington judge 

D. Fields 

DEPUTY CLERK 

- 

JUDGE PRO TEW 



Deputy Sheriff 

Hone 

Nportir 

(Portias and axmsat cKackad if pros 


C 420 153 

Church of Scientology of 
California, etc. 
vs 

Gerald Armstrong , of al 


Counsel for 
Plaintiff 


Counsel for 
Defendant 


“NATURE OF PROCEEDINGS. 


COURT'S XtULING OH SUBMITTED HATTERS 
rcmirrer g (continued from pago 2 ) 

As to the fourth cause of action (oral contract) - SUSTAINED WITH 
LEAVE to AKENDi Rc-plead to overcome Statute of limitations. 

As to fifth cause of action (interference with contractual relations)* 
SUSTAINED YJITH LEAVE to AMENDi There is no allegation that the 
contract was actually breached by Hubbard nor that the alleged 
interference was the proximate cause of the breach. 

20 days to amend. 

3) Motion of plaintiff end of lntervenor to sever complaint from 

Qy . P . MSTP . ?MP . lgA . ? tg. GRANTED. Although there is some over-lap 

with the Issues, resolution of tho conversion Issue may expedite 
the remaining issues. 


A copy of this minute order is mailed to counsel for the plaintiff 
and cross-defendant (Howard J. Gtechel), who is directed to give 
notice of this ruling. 


lit IS STIPULATED thot Commissioner . moy haar this mattar at Judge Pro Tam. 

jltANSFERRED TO/FROM DEPARTMENT . □ Court disqualifies itsalf □ 170.6 CCP affidavit filad 

|0FF CALENDAR □ On court’s own motion □ No Appaoronce Q At raquast of moving party Q By stipulation 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff and Intervenor 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 



CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
OF CALIFORNIA 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Defendant, 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Intervenor. 


Case No.: 420153 

REQUEST TO COURT TO 
TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE 
OR TO HOLD EVIDENTIARY 
HEARING THAT SCIENTOLOGY 
IS A RELIGION 


) 


Plaintiff hereby requests that this court take judicial 
notice of the fact that Scientology is a religion and the Church 
of Scientology of California is a religious organization. 

For the court's convenience, attached are opinions which have 
so found. 

In the alternative, the court must hold an evidentiary 
hearing on this question and resolve it pre-trial. See plaintiff'i 

/ / 

/ / 
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Combined Reply Memorandum to Opposition to Motion in Limine, 
Argument II E, and cases cited therein. 

Dated: April 16, 1984, 


Respectfully submitted 

Law Offices of 
LITT 6 STORMER 


By: 


BARRETT S. LITT 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
and Intervenor 
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The Law Offices of Barrett S. Litt 
617 South Olive Street, Suite 1000 
Los Angeles, California 90014 
(213) 623-7511 


Attorneys for Plaintiff and Intervenor 

piLBQ : lltfltl 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 
OF CALIFORNIA, ) 

• ) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

) 

Defendant. ) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Intervenor. ) 

_ ) 


No. C420153 

MOTION IN LIMINE LIMITING THE 
SUBJECT MATTER OF ADMISSIBLE 
EVIDENCE AND THE TESTIMONY OF 
VARIOUS WITNESSES. 


Plaintiff and intervenor hereby move this court, in 
limine, before the jury selection or the trial's commencement, 
for an order instructing (a) defendant Gerald Armstrong and his 
counsel and (b) through them, each and every one of their wit¬ 
nesses, not to refer to, interrogate any witness concerning, 
comment on, mention, or in any other manner convey to the trier 
of fact the following: 

1. Shredding, destruction or "vetting" of documents 

i 

allegedly carried out by members of the Church of Scien¬ 
tology . 


1 
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2. The claim that Intervenor Mary Sue Hubbard and L. Ron 
Hubbard are not legally married. 

3. The fact that defendant Armstrong has filed a cross¬ 
complaint against the Church of Scientology of California 
and other parties. 

4. Any alleged misrepresentations or fraudulent 
practices committed by L. Ron Hubbard, Mary Sue Hubbard or 
the Church of Scientology of California, or any Scien¬ 
tology organizations, or any individuals acting on behalf 
of any such organization. 

5. Alleged criminal or tortious activities by L. Ron 
Hubbard, Mary Sue Hubbard, Scientologists, the Guardian's 
Office, or any Scientology organization. 

6. Alleged tortious or illegal activities by the Church 
of Scientology or the Hubbards against individuals viewed 
as enemies of Scientology. 

7. An incident which took place April 22, 19S2, 
regarding a dispute over photographs between Gerald 
Armstrong and certain Scientology staff members. 

8. The "Fair Game Doctrine." 

9. "Suppressive Person Declare" or "Declare" either in 
relation to Gerald Armstrong or in general. 

10. The use of "Black Propoganda." 

11. Alleged control by L. Ron Hubbard of Scientology 
organizations and finances. 

12. Biographical information concerning the history or 
background of L. Ron Hubbard, Mary Sue Hubbard, or the 
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religious movement of Scientology. 

13. References to the Mission corporate Category Sort- 
Out, or the activities or conversations associated there¬ 
with. 

14. Use of hearsay articles, reports and/or memoranda 
containing critical statements concerning the Church of 
Scientology, the religious movement of Scientology, L. Ron 
Hubbard or Mary Sue Hubbard. 

In addition, plaintiffs move to require that the defendant 
make an offer of proof with respect to the subject matter of 
the testimony of each witness he intends to call at trial, 
prior to the time that trial begins, in order to permit a 
determination of whether any such witnesses' testimony relates 
to any of the above issues and must be precluded, and whether 
it pertains to other inadmissible subjects. In support of this 
request, plaintiffs submit: 

1. This case is a narrow case pertaining to the claims 
that Mr. Armstrong wrongfully obtained and disseminated 
private, personal and confidential documents and their 
contents, which belonged to Mrs. Hubbard and her husband 
and to the Church. 

2. Defendant has listed forty-six witnesses on his 
' witness list. 

3. Of the witnesses listed on defendant's witness list, 

less than half have any personal knowledge of any facts 

relevant to any legitimate defense in this case. Even 

with respect to those witnesses who have such pertinent 

knowledge, plaintiffs reasonably fear that the subject 
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matter of the testimony which defendant seeks to elicit 
from them is in whole or in part inadmissible, irrelevant 
and prejudicial testimony. This is demonstrated by the 
fact that defendant has listed wholesale categories of 
exhibits which are irrelevant, inflammatory, prejudicial 
and violative of plaintiffs' constitutionally protected 
privacy and religious rights. It is further demonstrated 
by the fact that plaintiffs have personal knowledge that 
many of the witnesses listed are listed solely or in part 
for the purpose of introducing such improper testimony 
since they have no — or in some cases only limited — 
knowledge of the pertinent facts in this case. It is fur¬ 
ther demonstrated by the fact that large numbers of the 
witnesses listed by defendant have never been listed by 
him in discovery as being persons who have knowledge of 
any issues relevant to this case. 

Plaintiffs further request that any witnesses who were not 
revealed in discovery be precluded from testifying.^ 

Plaintiffs will supplement this request with a more parti¬ 
cularized analysis of these issues when they have had an oppor¬ 
tunity to analyze these matters in full. In this regard, 
plaintiffs note that they have received defendant's list of 


—^ Plaintiffs will supplement this motion with a list of 
witnesses whose identity should have been but were not revealed 
to plaintiff in the course of discovery. 
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exhibits and witness only at the end of the work day on March 
14, 1984. 

This motion is made on the grounds that the information 
described above has been referred to by defendant in papers 
submitted in this case; that counsel for plaintiff and inter- 
venor are concerned that defendant will attempt to make refe¬ 
rence to these matters; that these matters are irrelevant and 
that any attempt to convey this information to the jury would 
be highly improper and prejudicial to plaintiffs even if the 
court were to sustain an objection and instruct the jury not to 
consider such matters; that permitting the introduction of such 
evidence would violate the constitutionally protected religious 
rights of the parties, would improperly intrude into the inter¬ 
nal affairs of a religious organization, would violate the con¬ 
stitutionally protected privacy rights of the plaintiffs, would 
violate privileges that the Church is entitled to assert, and 
would turn this proceeding into a general trial of .Scientology 
and the Hubbards; and that to permit introduction of evidence 
on these issues and of these witnesses will unnecessarily 
prolong the trial. 

This motion is made pursuant to this court's Civil Trial 
Manual $132, Evidence Code SS350 and 352, where appropriate 
Evidence Code $950 et seq., Article I, $$1 and 4 of the 
California Constitution, and the First, Fourth and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the United States Constitution. It is based on 
the Memorandum of Points and Authorities which will subse- 

5 
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quently be submitted in support of this motion,*' on the papers 
and records on file herein, and on such oral and documentary 
evidence as may be presented at the hearing on this motion. 


DATED: March 19, 1984 Respectfully submitted. 

Law Offices of 
BARRETT S. LITT 


By: __ 

BARRETT S. LITT 

Attorney for Plaintiff and 
Intervenor 


2 / 

—' The issues raised by the defendant's desire to intro¬ 
duce these wide ranging, irrelevant, constitutionally impermis¬ 
sible, and often privileged matters are of such wide scope that 
a Memorandum of Law of considerable length is needed. While 
plaintiffs had advance notice of the defendant's intention to 
introduce the documents held under seal by this court, and thus 
were able to prepare a full memorandum on that issue (see Motion 
in Limine re documents), they were not so clearly notified con¬ 
cerning these issues. Thus, the Memorandum is in preparation 
at the date set for exchange of motions in limine. 
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The Law Offices of Barrett S. Litt 
617 South Olive Street, Suite 1000 
Los Angeles, California 90014 
(213) 623-7511 

fiuac - 31>9 tf'i 

Attorneys for Plaintiff and Intervenor 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

OF CALIFORNIA, ) 

.) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, DOES ) 


1 through 10, inclusive, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Intervenor. ) 

_ ) 

Pursuant to $132 of this 
Evidence Code §§350 and 352, 


No. C420153 

MOTION IN LIMINE REGARDING 
ADMISSION OF, AND TESTIMONY 
RELATING TO, DOCUMENTS 
SEALED BY THIS COURT; 
MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND 
AUTHORITIES. 


court's Civil Trial Manual, to 
o Article I, §1 and §4 of the 


California Constitution, and to the First, Fourth and 


Fourteenth Amendments of the United States Constitution, plain¬ 
tiff and intervenor hereby move this court, in limine, for an 


order as follows: 

(1) That the documents held under seal by the clerk of 
this court pursuant to the preliminary injunction entered 




1 








A 238 

October 4, 1982, will be excluded from evidence in this 


case. 


(2) That defendant Armstrong and his counsel not refer 
to, interrogate any witness concerning, or comment on the 
contents of any of the documents, letters, diaries, 
manuscripts, tapes, or any other materials held under seal 
by the clerk of the court. 

(3) That defendant Armstrong and his counsel so instruct 
any witnesses they call to testify. 

In the alternative, if the documents as a whole, or any parti¬ 
cular documents, or their contents, are found admissible, the 
following procedures will apply: 

(1) Any such documents introduced in evidence shall be 
maintained under seal, the contents disclosed only to 
counsel, the parties and the jury, and used only for pur¬ 
poses of this case. 

(2) All testimony with respect to any such materials 
shall take place only with the courtroom cleared and only 
in the presence of the jury, counsel and the parties. 

(3) The transcripts of any such testimony shall be main¬ 
tained under seal, not disclosed to anyone except counsel, 
the parties and the jury, and the use thereof limited to 
this proceeding. 

(4) No person or party shall disclose or make use of any 
information obtained as a result of the documents held 
under seal by the clerk of the court except for purposes 
of this action. 


2 














A 239 

(5) Copies of any such documents provided to the parties 
or their counsel shall not be copied or duplicated, and 
shall be returned at the conclusion of the trial to the 
clerk of the court, who shall destroy them. 

(6) Notes or other writings concerning the contents of 
such documents made by either party or their counsel shall 
be turned in, at the conclusion of the trial, to the clerk 
of the court, who shall destroy them. 

(7) At the time of the entry of a judgment which has 
become final, the clerk shall destroy those exhibits con¬ 
stituting such documents which were introduced into evi¬ 
dence. 

This motion is made on the grounds that the contents of 
the materials held under seal by the clerk of this court are 
not relevant to the claims of plaintiff and intervenor nor to 
the defenses of defendant Armstrong; that many of the documents 
in question are highly personal and private and to admit any of 
the documents into the record in the case would constitute an 
invasion of personal and religious privacy and would compound 
the harm of which this action complains; that the plaintiffs 
will rely primarily upon the characterization of the general 
nature of the materials admitted to by defendant Armstrong; 
that a summary of the general nature of the documents is all 
that is relevant and is proper procedure under Evidence Code 
§1509; that any attempt to convey to the jury the information 
contained in these documents would be highly improper and 

3 
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prejudicial to plaintiffs; and that admission of the documents 
or their contents would entail undue consumption of time. 

This motion is based on the Memorandum of Points and 
Authorities accompanying this motion, on the papers and records 
on file herein, and on such oral and documentary evidence as 
may be presented at a hearing on this motion. 

DATED: March 19, 1984 Respectfully submitted. 

Law Offices of 
BARRETT S. LITT 

By: __ 

BARRETT S. LITT 

Attorney for Plaintiff and 
Intervenor 
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JOHN G. 


PETERSON 


Peterson and Brynan 
8530 Wilshire Boulevard, 
Beverly Hills, Calfornia 
(213) 659-9965 
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Ste. 407 
90211 



and 

ROBERT N. HARRIS Ft usd *• 

The Oviatt Building 
617 South Olive Street, Ste. 915 
Los Angeles, California 90014 
(213) 626-3271 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

BARRETT S. LITT 

MICHAEL S. MAGNUSON 

The Law Otfices of LITT & STORMER 

3550 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste. 1200 

Los Angeles, California 90010 

(213) 386-4303 

Attorneys for Intervenor 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 


COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Defendants. 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Intervenor. 


) NO. C 420153 
) 

) MOTION FOR ORDER 
) SEALING DOCUMENTS 
) PENDING APPEAL; 

) MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) 


Plaintiff and Intervenor hereby move this court for 
an order placing under seal all documents admitted into evidence 
or marked for identification in this case which were amoung the 
materials returned to the custody of the court by Michael and 
Flynn and Contos and Bunch and which have, heretofore, been 
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maintained under seal by the cleric of this court. This sealing 
order would remain in effect pending outcome of any appeal taken 
in the case. 

This motion is based on the memorandum of law attached 
hereto and on the motions previously submitted in support of a 
sealing order. 

! 

DATED: June _ , 1984 Respectfully submitted, 

ROBERT N. HARRIS 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

BARRETT S. LITT 
LITT & STORMER 
Attorney for Intervenor 

By__ 

BARRETT S. LITT 
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Peterson and Brynan 
8530 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste. 407 
Beverly Hills, Calfornia 90211 
(213) 659-9965 

and 


ROBERT N. HARRIS 

The Oviatt Building 

617 South Olive Street, Ste. 915 

Los Angeles, California 90014 

(213) 626-3271 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

BARRETT S. LITT 

MICHAEL S. MAGNUSON 

The Law Offices of LITT & STORMER 

3550 Wilshire Boulevard, Ste. 1200 

Los Angeles, California 90010 

(213) 386-4303 

Attorneys for Intervenor 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


) NO. C 420153 
) 

) MEMORANDUM OF LAW 
) IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
) FOR SEALING PENDING 
) APPEAL 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Defendants. 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Intervenor. 


INTRODUCTION 

During the trial herein the Court has permitted many 
of the documents, which are the subject of this action and which 

/ / 
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have been maintained under seal, to be received into evidence 
not under seal. 

Plaintiffs anticipate that regardless of the outcome 
of the case before this Court, there will be an appeal. The 
purpose of the instant motion is to seek an order placing under 
seal all previously sealed "archives" documents pending the 
determination of the anticipated appeal. 

Plaintiffs' basic argument on this motion is that 
while the anticipated appeal is pending unless the documents 
are under seal the privacy rights of Plaintiffs will be 
violated. It is noteworthy that this will occur regardless of 
the outcome of the appeal because once the public and/or the 
press gain access to the documents, as will occur during the 
pendency of the appeal, absent a sealing the harm from the 
invasion of privacy cannot be "undone" by any subsequent 
ruling. In other words, once the public or press gain access 
to the documents, as a practical matter the "cat is Out of the 
bag" and no court can "unring the bell." (See Chief Justice 
Burger's opinion in Maness v. Meyers , 419 U.S. 440, 463 (1975). 

ARGUMENT 

The California Courts have shown great deference to 
privacy rights such as those involved in the instant case. In 
the discovery context protective orders routinely issue to pro¬ 
hibit invasions of privacy. Indeed, it has been recognized 
that where personal information is relevant to the subject stat¬ 
ic 
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ter of a claim and is therefore produced through discovery, the 
party is, upon motion, presumptively entitled to a protective 
order that the information need be revealed only to counsel for 

the opposing party and that once so revealed the information 
may be used only for purposes of the lawsuit. See Richards 
v. Superior Court for Los Angeles County (1978) 86 Cal.App.3d 
265. 

In Willis v. Superior Court of Los Angeles County 
(1980) 112 Cal.App.3d 277, 297, the court reasserted the 
familiar proposition that: 

"(T)here exist zones of privacy covering sensitive 
areas of personal information in which the scope of 
discovery may be diminished or qualified by a protec¬ 
tive order fashioned to accommodate the competing 
values ot the individual rights and privacy 
and...important state interests of facilitating the 
ascertainment of truth in legal proceedings." 

The order sought in the instant case, in the context 

I 

of an appeal, is akin to the protective orders which issue j 

routinely in a discovery context. The similarity of the order { 
sought herein to protective orders is particulary strong 
because in both contexts the ability of the litigants to 
conduct their case is not affected by the order, yet the 
privacy interests are protected. 

The approach sought by Plaintiffs herein also is 
entirely consistent with the courts' protection of other kinds 
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of secret or private information. As a general matter in 
California, "the sittings of every court shall be public.” 

Cal. Code of Civ. Proc., Sec. 124. The provisions of Section 
124, however, have been held to be subordinate to "the higher 
right and duty of the court under the Constitution.” 

Kirstowsky v, Superior Court (1956) 143 Cal.App.2d 745, 753. 
Relying on Kirstowsky , the California Supreme Court has held 
that a trial court may "close portions of the trial to the 
public” when there is good cause based upon the protection of 
parties or upon the interests of justice. People v. Cash 
(1959) 52 Cal.2d 841, 846. 

In camera proceedings also have been regarded as 
appropriate to protect the identity of informants in criminal 
trials. Indeed, Cal. Evidence Code, Section 1042(d) prescribes 
a procedure for hearings which seek the disclosure of the 
identity of an informant on the grounds that the informant is a 
material witness. The procedure specifically provides for in 
camera proceedings whenever the evidence adduced in the hearing 
itself would tend to reveal the informant's identity. See also 
People v. Kirkland (1980), 28 Cal.3d 376, 394 n.ll (JLn camera 
hearing convened to resolve invocation of informant-nondisclo¬ 
sure privilege). 

It also has long been recognized, particularly in the 5 
criminal context, that where testimony involves confidential 
information, or highly embarassing or sensitive issues, the 
public may be excluded from the courtroom. See , e.g., Richmond 
Newspapers. Inc, v. Virginia . 448 U.S. 555 (1980)} Kirstowski 
v. Superior Court (1956) 143 Cal.App.2d 745. 
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Underlying all of these cases is the proposition that 
the right to public access to evidence adduced in the coursa of 
a lawsuit is not absolute. The interests of justice and 
constitutional protections like the right of privacy outweigh 
the statutory right to public trials. Whether the disclosure 
be of private and personal information, or of trade secrets or 
the identity of an informant, the availability of the courts 
and the administration of justice requires and provides for the 
evidence to be placed under seal. 

The unique character of a disclosure of private or 
secret information has been recognized in the variety of 
sealing cases in a variety of situations. The United States 
Supreme Court has held in Maness v. Meyers , 419 U.S. 440, 460- 
463 (1975) that this unique character of a disclosure, when it 
involves constitutionally-protected rights, requires an 
appellate procedure that permits an appeal before the disclosu¬ 
re. In Maness , the trial court had ordered that a witness in 
civil trial must produce material even though the witness’ 
lawyer believed in good faith that the material might tend to 
incriminate his client. Chief Justice Warren Burger 
acknowledged the general rule that an order must be complied 

i 

with and then later challenged by an appeal, but held that this j 
approach must be altered where the order required a disclosure 
of constitutionally-protected information. He stated as 
follows: 

"When a court during a trial orders a witnes to 
reveal information, however, a different situation 

!> _ 
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may be presented. Compliance could cause Irreparable 
injury because appellate courts connot always "unrlnq 

the bell" once information has been released . Sub¬ 
sequent appellate vindication does not necessarily 
have its ordinary consequence of totally repairing 
the error. 

* * * 

"Here . . . petitioner's client has not yet delivered 
the subpoenaed material, and he consistently and vig¬ 
orously asserted his privilege. Here, the 'cat' was 
not yet 'out of the bag' and reliance upon a later 
objection or motion to suppress would 'let the cat 
out' with no assurance whatever of putting it back." 
(Emphasis added.) 419 U.S. at 460, 463. 

Plaintiffs already have had an experience where the 
"cat was let out of the bag" and in that case it was impossible 
to "unring the bell." In United States v. Hubbard . 650 F.2d 
293 (O.C. Cir. 1981) the Circuit Court reversed an unsealing 
order for documents obtained by the government in a search of 
Church premises. In subsequent proceedings. Plaintiff Church 
sought to have the copies of these documents, obtained by third 
parties during the nine-months the documents had remained as 
unsealed public records, returned to the Court. The Court of 
Appeals ruled that it was impossible to undue the harm caused 
by the temporary unsealing, stating as follows: 
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"Scientology fears that without additional protection 
from this court, private persons who have obtained 
copies of the documents while they were improperly 
• unsealed will be free to use them as they please 
without judicial oversight of the kind involved in 
the course of ordinary discovery procedures. The 
additional protection sought is general, i.e., 
requiring return of all copies, enjoining their 
future use, and making the sealing order effective 
nunc pro tunc back to the time of the improper 
unsealing. * * * [T]he general prohibition 
Scientology seeks here however would apply to 
unidentified non-litigants who acted in good faith in 
obtaining the documents and whose actions would now 
be governed by an order they had no meaningful 
opportunity to contest. Any such general prohibition 
would not only extend the court*s mandate to 
unknowable limits but would realisticaly be unen¬ 

forceable as well ." (Emphasis added.) 686 F.2d at 
956-57 n.4. 

The D.C. Circuit later considered another appeal of a 
District Court order permitting a further disclosure of the 
documents that had again been placed under seal. It is signi¬ 
ficant that this time the Court of Appeals granted a request 
for an emergency stay of these further disclosures pending the 
appeal. 686 F.2d at 959. In short, the Court of Appeals was 
well aware of the irreparable nature that any temporary unseal- 
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ing pending appeal would cause. It is respectfully suggested 

that the same situation is before this Court on the instant 
motion. 

CONCLUSION 

This Court has before it documents of a highly 
personal and private nature. The Plaintiffs' request by way of 
the instant motion seeks to preserve and protect the privacy 
interest of Plaintiffs in those documents, but in no way would 
impinge upon any legitimate interests of the Defendants. The 
case law cited above shows the appropriateness of the sealing 
order sought. It is respectfully suggested that under these 
factual and legal circumstances, the instant motion should be 
granted. 

DATED: June _, 1984 Respectfully submitted, 

ROBERT N. HARRIS 
Attorney tor Plaintiff 

BARRETT S. LITT 
LITT & STORMER 
Attorney for Intervenor 

By. 
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BARRETT S. LITT 


I 



























A 251 ! 



1 

(. * 



fiUFQ : 6 fa /'Y 


SUPERIOR COURT OP THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA, 

) 

% 

No. C 420153 

Plaintiff, 

1 

) 

) 

MEMORANDUM OF 
INTENDED DECISION 


VS. 

• 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

t 



Defendant. 


MARY SUE HUBBARD, 




Intervenor. 



In this matter heretofore taken under submission, the 
Court announces its intended decision as follows: 

As to the tort causes of action, plaintiff, and plaintiff 
in intervention are to take nothing, and defendant is entitled 
to Judgment and qosts. 

As to the equitable actions, the court- finds that neither 
plaintiff has clean hands, and that at least as of this time, 
are not entitled to the immediate return of any document or 
objects presently retained by the court clerk. All exhibits 
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received in evidence or narked £or-identification, unless 
specifically ordered sealed*, are matters of public record and 
shall be available for public inspection or use to the same 
extent that any such exhibit would be available in any other 
lawsuit. In other words they are to be treated henceforth no 
differently than similar exhibits in other cases in Superior 
Court. Furthermore, the "inventory list and description," of 
materials turned over by Armstrong's attorneys to the court, 
shall not be considered or deemed to be confidential, private, 
or under seal. 

All other documents or objects presently in the possesion 
of the clerk (not marked herein as court exhibits) shall oe 
retained by the clerk, subject to the same orders as are 
presently in effect as to*sealing and inspection, until such 
time as trial court proceedings are concluded as to the severed 
cross complaint. For the purposes of this Judgment, conclusion 
will occur when any motion for a new trial has been denied, or 
the time within such a motion must be brought has expired 
without such a motion being made. At that time, all documents 
neither received in evidence, nor marked for identification 
only, shall be released by the clerk to plaintiff's 
representatives. Notwithstanding this order, the parties may 


1. Exhibits in evidence No. 500-40; JJJj KKK; LLL: MMM? 
NNN; OOO; PPP; QQQ; RRR; and 500-QQQQ. 

Exhibits for identification only No. JJJJ; Series 
500-DDDD, EEEE, FFFF, GGGG, HHHH, IIII, NNNN-1, 0000, ZZZZ, 
CCCCC, GGGGG, IIIll, KKKKK, LLLLL, 00000, PPPPP, QQQQQ, BBBBBB, 
000000, BBBBBBB. 
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at any time by written stipulation filed with the clerk obtain 
release of any or all such unused materials. 

Defendant and his counsel are free to speak or communicate 
upon any of Defendant Armstrong's recollections of his life as 
a Scientologist or the contents of any exhibit received in 
evidence or marked for identification and not specifically 
ordered sealed. As to all documents, and other materials held 
under seal by the clerk, counsel and the defendant shall remain 
subject to the same injunctions as presently exist, at least 
until the conclusion of the proceedings on the cross complaint. 
However, in any other legal proceedings in which defense 
counsel, or any of them, is of record, such counsel shall have 
the right to discuss exhibits under seal, or their contents, if 
such is reasonably necessfry and incidental to the proper 
representation of his or her client. 

Further, if any court of competent jurisdiction orders 
defendant or his attorney to testify concerning the fact of any 
such exhibit, document, object, or its contents, such testimony 
shall be given, and no violation of this order will occur. 
Likewise, defendant and his counsel may discuss the contents of 
any documents under seal or of any matters as to which this 
court has found to be privileged as between the parties hereto, 
with any duly constituted Governmental Law Enforcement Agency 
or submit any exhibits or declarations thereto concerning such 
document or materials, without violating any order of this 
court. 

Ill 

III 
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This court will retain jurisdiction to enforce, modify, 
alter, or terminate any injunction included within the 
judgment. 

Counsel for defendant is ordered to prepare, serve, and 
file a Judgment on the Complaint and Complaint in Intervention, 
and Statement of Decision if timely and properly requested, 
consistent with the court's intended decision. 

Discussion 

The court has found the facts essentially as set forth in 
defendant's trial brief, which as modified, is attached as an 
appendix to this memorandum. In addition the court finds that 
while working for L.R. Hubbard (hereinafter referred to as 
LRH) , the defendant also £ad an informal employer-employee 
relationship with plaintiff Church, but had permission and 
authority from plaintiffs and LRH to provide Omar Garrison with 
every document or object that was made available to Mr. 
Garrison, and further, had permission from Omar Garrison to 
take and deliver to his attorneys the documents and materials 
which were subsequently delivered to them and thenceforth into 
the custody of the County Clerk. 

Plaintiff Church has made out a prima facie case of 
conversion (as bailee of the materials), breach of fiduciary 
duty, and breach o.f confidence (as the former employer who 
provided confidential materials to its then employee for 
certain specific purposes, which the employee later used for 
other purposes to plaintiff's detriment). Plaintiff Mary Jane 
[Hubbard has likewise made out a prima facie case of conversion 
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and invasion of privacy (misuse by a person of private matters 
entrusted to him for certain specific purposes only)• 

While defendant has asserted various theories of defense, 
the basic thrust of his testimony is that he did what he did, 
because he believed that his life, physical and mental well 
being, as well as that of his wife were threatened because the 
organization was aware of what he knew about the life of LRH, 
the secret machinations and financial activities of the Church, 
and his dedication to the truth. He believed that the only way 
he could defend himself, physically as well as from harassing 
lawsuits, was to take from Omar Garrison those materials which 
would support and corroborate everything that he had been 
saying within the Church about LRH and the Church, or refute 
the allegations made against him in the April 22 Suppressive 
Person Declare. He believed that the only way he could be sure 
that the documents would remain secure for his future use was 
to send them to his attorneys, and that to protect himself, he 
had to go public so as to minimize the risk that LRH, the 
Church, or any of their agents would do him physical harm. 

This conduct if reasonably believed in by defendant and 
engaged in by him in good faith, finds support as a defense to 
the plaintiff's charges in the Restatements of Agency, Torts, 
and case law. 

Restatement of Agency, Second, provides: 

"Section 395f: An agent is privileged to reveal 
information confidentially acquired by him in the course. 
of his agency in the protection of a superior interest of 
himself or a third person. 
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"Section 418i An agent is privileged to protect 
interests of his own which are superior to those of the 
principal, even though he does so at the expense of the 
principal's interest or in disobedience to his orders." 
Restatement of torts. Second, section 271* 

"One is privileged to commit an act which would 
otherwise be a trespass to or a conversion of a chattel in 
the possession of another, for the purpose of defending 
himself or a third person against the other, under the 
same conditions which would afford a privilege to inflict 
harmful or offensive contact upon the other for the same 
purpose." 

The Restatement of Torts> Second, section 652a, as well as 
case law, make it clear tftat not all invasions of privacy are 
unlawful or tortious. It is only when the invasion is 
unreasonable that it becomes actionable. Hence, the trier of 
fact must engage in a balancing test, weighing the nature and 
extent of the invasion, as against the purported justification 
therefore to determine whether in a given case, the particular 
invasion or intrusion was unreasonable. 

In addition the defendant has asserted as a defense the 
principal involved in the case of Willig v. Gold , 75 
Cal.App.2d, 809, 814, which holds that an agent has a right or 
privilege to disclose his principal's dishonest acts to the 
party prejudicially affected by them. 

Plaintiff Church has asserted and obviously has certain 


rights arising out of the First Amendment. Thus, the court 
cannot, and has not, inquired into or attempted to evaluate the 
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merits, accuracy, or truthfulness of Scientology or any of its 
precepts as a religion. First Amendment rights, however, 
cannot be utilized by the Church or its members, as a sword to 
preclude the defendant, whom the Church is suing, from 
defending himself. Therefore, the actual practices of the 
Church or its members, as it relates to the reasonableness of 
the defendant's conduct and his state of mind are relevant, 
admissible, and have been considered by the court. 

As indicated by its factual findings, the court finds the 
testimony of Gerald and Jocelyn Armstrong, Laurel Sullivan, 
Nancy Dincalcis, Edward Walters, Omar Garrison, Kima Douglas, 
and Howard Schomer to be credible, extremely persuasive, and 
the defense of privilege or justification established and 
corroborated by this evidence. Obviously, there are some 
discrepancies or variations in recollections, but these are the 
normal problems which arise from lapse of time, or from 
different people viewing matters or events from different 
perspectives. In all critical and important matters, their 
testimony was precise, accurate, and rang true. The picture 
painted by these former dedicated Scientologists, all of whom 
were intimately involved with LRH, or Mary Jane Hubbard, or of 
the Scientology Organization, is on the one hand pathetic, and 
on the other, outrageous. Each of these persons literally gave 
years of his or her respective life in support of a man, LRH, 
and his ideas. Each has manifested a waste.and loss or 
frustration which is incapable of description. Each has broken 
with the movement for a variety of reasons, but at the same 
time, each is, still bound by the knowledge that the Church has 
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L its possession his or her most inner thoughts and 
L n fessions, all recorded in "pre-clear (P.C.) folders" or 
^her security files of the organization, and that the Church 

t 

its minions is fully capable of intimidation or other 
l^ysical or psychological abuse if it suits their ends. The 
Record is replete with evidence of such abuse. 

I In 1970 a police agency of the French Government conducted 

|in investigation into Scientology and concluded, "this sect, 

funder the pretext of 'freeing humans' is nothing in reality but 

It vast enterprise to extract the maximum amount of money from 

[ta adepts by (use of) pseudo-scientific theories, by (use of) 

'auditions' and 'stage settings' (lit. to create a theatrical 

*tcene') pushed to extremes (a machine to detect lies, its own 

particular phraseology . ? ), to estrange adepts from their 

families and to exercise a kind of blackmail against persons 

2 

who do not wish to continue with this sect.” From the 
evidence presented to this court in 1984, at the very least, 

1 ‘similar conclusions can be drawn. In addition to violating and 
* 'abusing its own members civil rights, the organization over the 
years with its "Fair Game" doctrine has harassed and abused 
those persons not in the Church whom it perceives as enemies. 
The organization clearly is schizophrenic and paranoid, and 
this bizarre combination seems to be a reflection of its 

i 

founder LRH. The evidence portrays a man who has been 
virtually a pathological liar when it comes to his history. 


2 
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ickground, and achievements. The writings and documents in 
idence additionally reflect his egoism, greed, avarice, lust 
> 0 r power, and vindictiveness and aggressiveness against 
rsons perceived by him to be disloyal or hostile. At the 
ie time it appears that he is charismatic and highly capable 
f motivating, organizing, controlling, manipulating, and 
spiring his adherents. He' has been referred to during the 
ial as a "genius," a "revered person,” a man who was "viewed 
his followers in awe.” Obviously, he is and has been a very 

complex person, and that complexity is further reflected in his 

{ 

Iter ego, the Church of Scientology. Notwithstanding 
protestations to the contrary, this court is satisfied that LRH 
runs the Church in all ways through the Sea Organization, his 
role of Commodore, and th& Commodore's Messengers.^ He has, of 
course, chosen to go into "seclusion,” but he maintains contact 
and control through the top messengers. Seclusion has its 
light and dark side too. It adds to his mystique, and yet 
shields him from accountability and subpoena or service of 
summons. 

LRH's wife, Mary Sue Hubbard is also a plaintiff herein. 

On the one hand she certainly appeared to be a pathetic 
individual. She was forced from her post as Controller, 
convicted and imprisoned as a felon, and deserted by her 
husband. On the other hand her credibility leaves much to be 

t 

desired. She struck the familiar pose of not seeing, hearing. 


3. See Exhibit Ks Flag Order 3729 - 15 September 1978 
"Commodore's Messengers." 
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or knowing any avil. Yet she was the head of the Guardian 
Office for years and among other things* authored the infamous 
order "GO 121669"* which directed culling of supposedly 
confidential P.C. files/folders for purposes of internal 
security. Zn her testimony she expressed the feeling that 
defendant by delivering the documents* writings* letters to his 
attorneys* subjected her to mental rape. The evidence is clear 
and the court finds that defendant and Omar Garrison had 
permission to utilize these documents for the purpose of 
Garrison's proposed biography. The only other persons who were 
shown any of the documents were defendant's attorneys, the 
Douglasses* the Dincalcis* and apparently some documents 
specifically affecting LFH's son "Nibs*" were shown to "Nibs." 
The Douglasses and Dincal&ises were disaffected Scientologists 
who had a concern for their own safety and mental security* and 
were much in the same situation as defendant. They had not 
been declared as suppressive* but Scientology had their P.C. 
folders* as well as other confessions* and they were extremely 
apprehensive. They did not see very many of the documents* and 
it is not entirely clear which they saw. At any rate Mary Sue 
Hubbard did not appear to be so much distressed by this fact* 
as by the fact that Armstrong had given the documents to 
Michael Flynn* whom the Church considered its foremost 


4. Exhibit AAA. 
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lawyer-enemy. However, just as the plaintiffs have First 
Amendment rights, the defendant has a Constitutional right to 
an attorney of his own choosing. Zn legal contemplation the 
fact that defendant selected Mr. Flynn rather than some other 
lawyer cannot by itself be tortious. Zn determining whether 
the defendant unreasonably invaded Mrs. Hubbard's privacy, the 
court is satisfied the invasion was slight, and the reasons and 
justification for defendant's conduct manifest. Defendant was 
told by Scientology to get an attorney. He was declared an 
enemy by the Church. He believed, reasonably, that he was 
subject to "fair game." The only way he could defend himself, 
his integrity, and his wife was to take that which was 
available to him and place it in a safe harbor, to wit, his 
lawyer's custody. He may*have engaged in overkill, in the 
sense that he took voluminous materials, some of which appear 
only marginally relevant to his defense. But he was not a 
lawyer and cannot be held to that precise standard of judgment. 
Further, at the time that he was accumulating the material, he 
was terrified and undergoing severe emotional turmoil. The 
court is satisfied that he did not unreasonably intrude upon 
Mrs. Hubbard's privacy under the circumstances by in effect 
simply making his knowledge that of his attorneys. Zt is, of 
course, rather ironic that the person who authorized 6.0. order 
121669 should complain about an invasion of privacy. The 


5. "No, Z think my emotional distress and upset is the 
fact that someone took papers and materials without my 
authorization and then gave them to your Mr. Flynn." 
Reporter's Transcript, p. 1006. 
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practice of culling supposedly confidental "P.C. folders or 
files" to obtain information for purposes of intimidation 
and/or harassment is repugnant and outrageous. The Guardian's 
Office, which plaintiff headed, was no respector of anyone's 
civil rights, particularly that of privacy. Plaintiff Mary Sue 
Hubbard's cause of action for conversion must fail for the same 
reason as plaintiff Church. The documents were all together in 
Omar Garrison's possession. There was no rational way the 
defendant could make any distinction. 

Insofar as the return of documents is concerned, matters 
which are still under seal may have evidentiary value in the 
trial of the cross complaint or in other third party 
litigation. By the time that proceedings on the cross 
complaint are concluded, court's present feeling is that 
those documents or objects not used by that time should be 
returned to plaintiff. However, the court will reserve 
jurisdiction to reconsider that should circumstances warrant. 
Dated: June do . 1984 



PAUL G. BRECKENRIDGE, JR. 
Judge of the Superior Court 
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Defendant Armstrong was involved with Scientology from 
1969 through 1981, a period spanning 12 years. During that 
time he was a dedicated and devoted member who revered the 
founder, L. Ron Hubbard. There was little that Defendant 
Armstrong would not do for Hubbard or the Organization. He 
gave up formal education, one-third of his life, money and 
anything he could give in order to further the goals of 
Scientology, goals he believed were based upon the truth, 
honesty, integrity of Hubbard and the Organization. 

From 1971 through 1981, Defendant Armstrong was a member 
of the Sea Organization, a group of highly trained 
scientologists who were considered the upper echelon of the 
Scientology organization.* During those years he was placed in 
various locations, but it was never made clear to him exactly 
which Scientology corporation he was working for. Defendant 
Armstrong understood that, ultimately, he was working for L. 
Ron Hubbard, who controlled all Scientology finances, 
personnel, and operations while Defendant was in the Sea 
Organization. 

Beginning in 1979 Defendant Armstrong resided at Gilman 
Hot Springs, California, in Hubbard's "Household Unit." The 
Household Unit took care of the personal wishes and needs of 
Hubbard at many levels. Defendant Armstrong acted as the L. 
Ron Hubbard Renovations In-Charge and was responsible for 
renovations, decoration, and maintenance of Hubbard's home and 
office at Gilman Hot Springs. 


/// 
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In January of 1980 thara was an announcement of a possible 
raid to ba made by the FBI or other law enforcement agencies of 
the property. Everyone on the property was required by 
Hubbard' s representatives, the Commodore's Messengers, to go 
through all documents located on the property and "vet" or 
destroy anything which showed that Hubbard controlled 
Scientology organizations, retained financial control, or was 
issuing orders to people at Gilman Hot Springs. 

A commercial paper shredder was rented and operated day 
and night for two weeks to destroy hundreds of thousands of 
pages of documents. 

During the period of shredding, Brenda Black, the 
individual responsible for storage of Hubbard's personal 
belongings at Gilman Hot Springs, came to Defendant Armstrong 
with a box of documents and asked whether they were to be 
shredded. Defendant Armstrong reviewed the documents and found 
that they consisted of a wide variety of documents including 
Hubbard's personal papers, diaries, and other writings from a 
time before he started Dianetics in 1950, together with 
documents belonging to third persons which had apparently been 
stolen by Hubbard or his agents. Defendant Armstrong took the 
documents from Ms. Black and placed them in a safe location on 
the property. He then searched for and located another twenty 
or more boxes containing similar materials, which were poorly 
maintained. 

On January 8, 1980, Defendant Armstrong wrote a petition 
to Hubbard requesting his permission to perform the research 
for a biography to be done about his life. The petition states 
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r that Defendant Armstrong had located the subject materials and 
lists of a number of activities he wished to perform in 
connection with the biography research. 

Hubbard approved the petition, and Defendant Armstrong 
became the L. Ron Hubbard Personal Relations Officer Researcher 
(PPRO Res). Defendant claims that this petition and its 
approval forms the basis for a contract between Defendant and 
Hubbard. Defendant Armstrong's supervisor was then Laurel 
Sullivan, L. Ron Hubbard's Personal Public Relations Officer. 

During the first part of 1980, Defendant Armstrong moved 
all of the L. Ron Hubbard Archives materials he had located at 
Gilman Hot Springs to an office in the Church of Scientology 
Cedars Complex in Los AngelesThese materials comprised 
approximately six file caSinets. Defendant Armstrong had 
located himself in the Cedars Complex, because he was also 
involved in "Mission Corporate Category Sort-Out," a mission to 
work out legal strategy. Defendant Armstrong was involved with 
this mission until June of 1980. 

It was also during this early part of 1980 that Hubbard 
left the location in Gilman Rot Springs, California, and went 
into hiding. Although Defendant Armstrong was advised by 
Laurel Sullivan that no one could communicate with Hubbard, 
Defendant Armstrong knew that the ability for communication 

existed, because he had forwarded materials to Hubbard at his 

\ 

request in mid-1980. 

Because of this purported inability to communicate with 
Hubbard, Defendant Armstrong's request to purchase biographical 
materials of Hubbard from people who offered them for sale went 
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| 0 the Commodore's Messenger Organization, the personal 
representatives of Hubbard. 

In June of 1980 Defendant Armstrong became involved in the 
eelection of a writer for the Hubbard biography. Defendant 
Armstrong learned that Hubbard had approved of a biography 
proposal prepared by Omar Garrison, a writer who was not a 
member of Scientology. Defendant Armstrong had meetings with 
jir- Garrison regarding the writing of the biography and what 
documentation and assistance would be made available to him. 

As understood by Mr. Garrison, Defendant Armstrong represented 
Hubbard in these discussions. 

Mr. Garrison was advised that the research material he 
mould have at his disposal were Hubbard's personal archives. 

| Mr. Garrison would only undertake a writing of the biography if 
the materials provided to him were from Hubbard's personal 
archives, and only if his manuscript was subject to the 
approval of Hubbard himself. 

In October of 1980 Mr. Garrison came to Los Angeles and 
vas toured through the Hubbard archives materials that 
Defendant Armstrong had assembled up to that time. This was an 

1 important "selling point” in obtaining Mr. Garrison's agreement 

| to write the biography. On October 30, 1980, an agreement was 

! entered into between Ralston-Pilot, ncv. F/S/O Omar V. 

f 

I 

I Garrison, and AOSH.DK Publications of Copenhagen, Denmark, for 

I 

f the writing of a biography of Hubbard. 

Paragraph 10B of the agreement states that: 

"Publisher shall use its best efforts to provide 
Author with an office, an officer assistant and/or 
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research assistant, office supplies and any needed 
archival and interview materials in connection with 
the writing of the Work.” 

The "research assistant” provided to Mr. Garrison was 
Defendant Armstrong. 

During 1980 Defendant Armstrong exchanged correspondence 
with Intervenor regarding the biography project. Following his 
approval by Hubbard as biography researcher. Defendant 
Armstrong wrote to Intervenor on February 5, 1980, advising her 
of the scope of the project. In the letter Defendant stated 
that he had found documents which included Hubbard's diary from 
his Orient trip, poems, essays from his youth, and several 
personal letters, as well as .other things. 

By letter of Februar$ 11, 1980, Intervenor responded to 
Defendant, acknowledging that he would be carrying out the 
duties of Biography Researcher. 

On October 14, 1980, Defendant Armstrong again wrote to 
Intervenor, updating her on "Archives materials” and proposing 
certain guidelines for the handling of those materials. 

It was Intervenor who, in early 1981, ordered certain 
biographical materials from "Controller Archives" to be 
delivered to Defendant Armstrong. These materials consisted of 
several letters written by Hubbard in the 1920's and 1930's, 
Hubbard's Boy Scout books and materials, several old Hubbard 
family photographs, a diary kept by Hubbard in his youth, and 
several other items. 

Defendant Armstrong received these materials upon the 
order of Intervenor, following his letter of October 15, 1980, 
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to her in which Defendant stated'/ aF page 7, that there were 
materials in the "Controller Archives" that would be helpful to 
him in the biography research. 

After these materials were delivered to Defendant 
Armstrong, Xntervenor was removed from her Scientology position 
of Controller in 1981, presumably because of her conviction for 
the felony of obstruction of justice in connection with the 
theft of Scientology documents from various government offices 
and agencies in Washington, D.C. 

During the time Defendant Armstrong worked on the 
biography project and acted as Hubbard Archivist, there was 
never any mention that he was not to be dealing with Hubbard's 
personal documents or that the delivery of those documents to 
Mr. Garrison was not authorized. 

For the first year or more of the Hubbard biography and 
archive project, funding came from Hubbard's personal staff 
unit at Gilman Hot Springs, California. In early 1981, 
however. Defendant Armstrong's supervisor. Laurel Sullivan, 
ordered him to request that funding come from what was known as 
SEA Org Reserves. Approval for this change in funding came 
from the SEA Org Reserves Chief and Watch Dog Committee, the 
top Commodores Messenger Organization unit, who were Hubbard's 
personal representatives. 

From November of 1980 through 1981, Defendant Armstrong 
worked closely with Mr. Garrison, assembling Hubbard's archives 
into logical categories, copying them and arranging the copies 
of the Archives materials into bound volumes. Defendant 
Armstrong made two copies of almost all documents copied for 
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Mr. Garrison - one for Mr. Garrison and the other to remain in 
Hubbard Archives for reference or recopying. Defendant 
Armstrong created approximately 400 binders of documents. The 
vast majority of the documents for Mr. Garrison came from 
Hubbard's personal Archives, of which Defendant Armstrong was 
in charge. Materials which came from other Archives, such as 
the Controller Archives, were provided to Defendant Armstrong 
by Scientology staff members who had these documents in their 
care. 

It was not until late 1981 that Plaintiff was to provide a 
person to assist on the biography project by providing Mr. 
Garrison with "Guardian Office' materials, otherwise described 
as technical materials relating to the operation of 
Scientology. The individual appointed for this task was Vaughn 
Young. Controller Archives and Guardian Office Archives had no 
connection to the Hubbard Archives, which Defendant Armstrong 
created and maintained as Hubbard's personal materials. 

In addition to the assemblage of Hubbard's Archives, 
Defendant Armstrong worked continually on researching and 
assembling materials concerning Hubbard by interviewing dozens 
of individuals, including Hubbard's living aunt, uncle, and 
four cousins. Defendant Armstrong did a geneology study of 
Hubbard's family and collected, assembled, and read hundreds of 
thousands of pages of documentation in Hubbard's Archives. 

During 1980 Defendant Armstrong remained convinced of 
Hubbard's honesty and integrity and believed that the 
representations he had made about himself in various 
publications were truthful. Defendant Armstrong was devoted to 
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Bubbard and was convinced that any information which he 
discovered to be unflattering of Bubbard or contradictory to 
what Bubbard has said about himself, was a lie being spread by 
Bubbard's enemies. Even when Defendant Armstrong located 
documents in Bubbard's Archives which indicated that 
representations made by Bubbard and the Organization were 
untrue. Defendant Armstrong would find some means to "explain 
away" the contradictory information. 

Slowly, however, throughout 1981, Defendant Armstrong 
began to see that Hubbard and the Organization had continuously 
lied about Hubbard's past, his credentials, and his 
accomplishments. Defendant Armstrong believed, in good faith, 
that the only means by which Scientology could succeed in what 
Defendant Armstrong beli^red was its goal of creating an 
ethical environment on earth, and the only way Hubbard could be 
free of his critics, would be for Hubbard and the Organization 
to discontinue the lies about Hubbard's past, his credentials, 
and accomplishments. Defendant Armstrong resisted any public 
relations piece or announcement about Hubbard which the L. Ron 
Hubbard Public Relations Bureau proposed for publication which 
was not factual. Defendant Armstrong attempted to change and 
make accurate the various "about the author" sections in 
Scientology books, and further. Defendant rewrote or critiqued 
several of these and other publications for the L. Ron Hubbard 
Public Relations Bureau and various Scientology Organizations. 
Defendant Armstrong believed and desired that the Scientology 
Organization and its leader discontinue the perpetration of the 
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massive fraud upon the innocent followers of Scientology, and 
the public at large. 

Because of Defendant Armstrong's actions, in lat.e November 
of 1981, Defendant was requested to come to Gilman Hot Springs 
by Commodore Messenger Organization Executive, Cirrus Slevin. 
Defendant Armstrong was ordered to undergo a "security check," 
which-involved Defendant Armstrong's interrogation while 
connected to a crude Scientology lie detector machine called an 
E-meter. 

The Organization wished to determine what materials 
Defendant Armstrong had provided to Omar Garrison. Defendant 
Armstrong was struck by the realization that the Organization 
would not work with him to correct the numerous fraudulent 
representations made to f<§llowers of Scientology and the public 
about L. Ron Hubbard and the Organization itself. Defendant 
Armstrong, who, for twelve years of his life, had placed his 
complete and full trust in Mr. and Mrs. Hubbard and the 
Scientology Organization, saw that his trust had no meaning and 
that the massive frauds perpetrated about Hubbard's past, 
credentials, and accomplishments would continue to be spread. 

Less than three weeks before Defendant Armstrong left 
Scientology, he wrote a letter to Cirrus Slevin on November 25, 
1981, in which it is clear that his intentions in airing the 
inaccuracies, falsehoods, and frauds regarding Hubbard were 
done in good faith. In his letter he stated as follows: 

"If we present inaccuracies, hyperbole 
or downright lies as fact or truth, it 
doesn't matter what slant we give them, if 
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disproved the man will look, to outsiders 
at least, like a charlatan. This is what 
I'm trying to prevent and what I've been 
working on the past year and a half. 

e e e 

"and that is why I said to Norman that 
it is up to us to insure that everything 
which goes out about LRH is one hundred 
percent accurate. That is not to say that 
opinions can't be voiced, they can. And 
they can contain all the hype you want. 

But they should not be construed as facts. 
And anything stated as a fact should be 
documentable. 

"we are in a period when 
'investigative reporting' is popular, and 
when there is relatively easy access to 
documentation on a person. We can't delude 
ourselves 1 believe, if we want to gain 
public acceptance and cause some betterment 
in society, that we can get away with 
statements, the validity of which we don't 
know. 

"The real disservice to LRH, and the 
ultimate make-wrong is to go on assuming 
that everything he's ever written or said 
is one hundred percent accurate and publish 
it as such without verifying it. I'm 









talking here about biographical or 
non-technical writings. This only leads* 
should any of his statements turn out to be 
inaccurate* to a make-wrong of him* and 
consequently his technology. 

*That's what I'm trying to remedy and 
prevent. 


e e e 


•To say that LRH is not capable of 
hype, errors or lies is certanly *sic! not 
granting him much of a beingness. To 
continue on with the line that he has never 
erred nor lied, is counterproductive. It is 
an unreal fttitude and too far removed from 
both the reality and people in general that 
it would widen public unacceptance. 


"... That is why I feel the 
falsities must be corrected* and why we 
must verify our facts and present them in a 
favorable light." 

The remainder of the letter contains examples of facts 
about Hubbard which Defendant Armstrong found to be wholly 
untrue or inaccurate and which were represented as true by the 
Hubbards and the Scientology Organization. 

In December of 1981 Defendant Armstrong made the decision 
to leave the Church of Scientology. In order to continue in 
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his commitment to Hubbard and Mr. UI. 4 o» in the biography 
project, he copied a large quantity of documents, which Mr. 
Garrison had requested or which would be useful to him for the 
biography. Defendant Armstrong delivered all of this material 
to Mr. Garrison the date he left the SEA Organization and kept 
nothing in his possession. 

Thereafter, Defendant Armstrong maintained friendly 
relations with Hubbard's representatives by returning to the 
Archives office and discussing the various categories of 
materials. In fact on February 24, 1982, Defendant Armstrong 
wrote to Vaughn Young, regarding certain materials Mr. Young 
was unable to locate for Omar Garrison. 

After this letter was written. Defendant Armstrong went to 
the Archives office and located certain materials Mr. Garrison 
had wanted which Hubbard representatives claimed they could not 
locate. 

At the time Defendant Armstrong left the SEA Organization, 
he was disappointed with Scientology and Hubbard, and also felt 
deceived by them. However, Defendant Armstrong felt he had no 
enemies and felt no ill will toward anyone in the Organization 
or Hubbard, but still believed that a truthful biography should 
be written. 

After leaving the SEA Organization, Defendant Armstrong 
continued to assist Mr. Garrison with the Hubbard biography 
project. In the spring of 1982, Defendant Armstrong at Mr. 
Garrison's request, transcribed some of his interview tapes, 
copied some of the documentation he had, and assembled several 
more binders of copied materials. Defendant Armstrong also set 
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< ) 
up shelves for Mr. Garrison for\lif t^e biography research 
materials, worked on a cross-reference systems, and continued 
to do library research for the biography. 

On February 18, 1982, the Church of Scientology 
International issued a "Suppressive Person Declare Gerry 
Armstrong," which is an official Scientology document issued 
against individuals who are considered as enemies of the 
Organization. Said Suppressive Person Declare charged that 
Defendant Armstrong had taken an unauthorized leave and that he 
was spreading destructive rumors about Senior Scientologists. 

Defendant Armstrong was unaware of said Suppressive Person 
Declare until April of 1982. At that time a revised Declare 
was issued on April 22, 1982.’ Said Declare charged Defendant 
Armstrong with 18 different "Crimes and High Crimes and 
Suppressive Acts Against the Church." 4he charges included 
theft, juggling accounts, obtaining loans on money under false 
pretenses, promulgating false information about the Church , 
its founder, and members, and other untruthful allegations 
designed to make Defendant Armstrong an appropriate subject of 
the Scientology "Fair Game Doctrine.” Said Doctrine allows any 
suppressive person to be "tricked, cheated, lied to, sued, or 
destroyed." 

The second declare was issued shortly after Defendant 
Armstrong attempted to sell photographs of his wedding on board 
Hubbard's ship (in which Hubbard appears), and photographs 
belonging to some of his friends, which also included photos of 
L.R. Hubbard while in seclusion. Although Defendant Armstrong 
delivered the photographs to a Virgil Wilhite for sale, he 
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never received payment or 
When he became aware that the 
vent to the Organization to re- 
boisterous argument ensued, r 
the premises and get an att 

From his extensive knowlw 
intelligence operations carried out 
Scientology of California against its 
persons), Defendant Armstrong became 
his life and the life of his wife were in danger, 
feared he would be the target of costly and harassing 
In addition. Nr. Garrison became afraid for the security of 
documents and believed that the intelligence network of the 
Church of Scientology woAd break and enter his home to 
retrieve them. Thus, Defendant Armstrong made copies of 
certain documents for Hr. Garrison and maintained them in a 
separate location. 

It was thereafter, in the summer of 1982, that Defendant 
Armstrong asked Mr. Garrison for copies of documents to use in 
his defense and sent the documents to his attorneys, Michael 
Flynn and Contos fc Bunch. 

After the within suit was filed on August 2, 1982, 
Defendant Armstrong was the subject of harassment, including 
being followed and surveilled by individuals who admitted 
employment by Plaintiff; being assaulted by one of these 
individuals; being struck bodily by a car driven by one of 


these individuals; having two attempts made by said individuals 
apparently to involve Defendant Armstrong in a freeway 
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automobile accident; having sard 
Defendant Armstrong's property, spy 
disturbances, and upset his neighbors, 
appeared that Howard Schomer (a former 
called as a defense witness, the 

sophisticated effort to suppress his te 

? 

clear how the Church became aware of de 
Mr. Schomer as a witness, but it is abu 
sought to entice him back into the fold and prevent his 
testimony. 
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CONTOS & BUNCH 

5855 Topanga Canyon Boulevard 
Suite 400 

Woodland Hills, California 91367 
(818) 716-9400 


j ) 

RKSiVSD AU8 I 6 1334 


Attorneys for Cross-Complainant 
GERALD ARMSTRONG 



I 

I 

f 

I 

I 
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SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FOR THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, a California ) 

corporation, ) 

) 

Plaintiff, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

) 

Defendants. ) 

__ ) 

) 

GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

) 

Cross-complainant, ) 

) 

vs. ) 

) 

CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF ) 

CALIFORNIA, a California ) 

corporation, L« PON ) 

HUBBARD, CHURCH OF ) 

SCIENTOLOGY INTERNATIONAL, ) 

RELIGIOUS TECHNOLOGY ) 

CENTER, and DOES 1 through ) 

100, inclusive, ) 

) 

Cross-defendants. > ) 
_) 


i 

I 

i 

CASE NO: C 420 153 

i 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT 

(C.C.P. Section 664.5) 


j 

i 

» 

i 


j 


i 

I 


i 

t 

{ 


TO PLAINTIFF, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA AND TO 
INTERVENOR, MARY SUE HUBBARD, AND THEIR ATTORNEYS OF RECORD: 
















J 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 
7 


A 280 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that on August 10, 1984, judgment 
was entered in the above-entitled action in favor of defendant, 
GERALD ARMSTRONG, and against plaintiff, CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY 
OF CALIFORNIA and intervenor, MARY SUE HUBBARD. Defendant, 
GERALD ARMSTRONG, was further awarded costs. 

DATED: August 14, 1984 

CONTOS & BUNCH 
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VERIFICATION »V PARTY (4«6. 2015 J C. C. P.» 
STAU OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF A 281 



/ am the, 


I 

i 


in the aktnr entitled action of proceeding. I have read the foregoing 


and know the contents thereof, and I certi fy that the same is true of my own knowledge, except as to those matte'* whut u'c therein 
slated upon mv information or belief, and as to those matters / believe it to be true 


/ declare, under penally of perjury. that the foregoing is true and correct. 

) 

Executed on ■ — ...-flf - — .... —— . , —. . California I 

tdatei Iplacet 


Signature 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL < 1013a. 2015 5 C C. P.) 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

lama resident of the county aforesaid . / am aver the age of eighteen years and not a parti to the unhin entitled action mi business 
address is: 

5855 Topanga Cyn. Blvd., Suite 400, Woodland Hills, CA. 91367 

O, August 15 /9 _8i_., * willu „ NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 

JUDGMENT (C.C.P. Section 664.5) 

„ , ht other parties herein __ 

m said action . by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fullv prepaid, m the i mted States mail 

ol Woodland Hills. California _ 

addressed as follows: 


\ 

\ 

i 

i 

• 


! 


Michael S. flagnuson, Esc. 
LITT & STORMER 
Paramount Plaza 
3500 Wilshire Blvd. 

Suite 1200 

Los Angeles, CA. 90010 


John G. Peterson, Esq. i 
PETERSON & BRYNAN j 
8530 Wilshire Blvd. } 
Suite 407 

Beverly Hills, CA. 90211 
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JOHN G. PETERSON ^ ^82 

Peterson & Brynan 
8530 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 407 
Beverly Hills, California 90012 
(213) 659-9965 

BARRETT S. LITT 

MICHAEL S. MAGNUSON 

The Law Offices of Litt and Stormer 

3550 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1200 

Los Angeles, California 90010 

(213) 386-4303 


Attorneys for Intervenor 

SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 

Case No. C 420153 
NOTICE OF APPEAL 


'AUG233M 

CLERK 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, 


Plaintiff, 


v. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Defendant, 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Intervenor. 





NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California and Intervenor Mary Sue Hubbard 
appeal from the judgment entered on August 10, 1984. 


or* 


DATED: August O, 1984 


By: 


Respectfully submitted, 

JOHN G. PETERSON 
Peterson 6 Brynan 

JOHN' G. PETERSON 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
Church of Scientology of 
California 

Law Offices of 
Litt 


Bys 



BARRETT S. LITT 

Attorney for Intervenor 
Mary Sue Hubbard 
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF 
I have read the foregoing_ 


VERIFICATION 
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.and know us contents. 


(8 CHECK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPH 

I am a party to this action. The matters stated in it are true of my own knowledge except as to those matters which are 
stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true. 

I am Oan Officer Oa partner_P * -of - - - 


a party to this action, and am authorized to make this verification for and on its behalf, and I make this verification for that 
reason. I have read the foregoing document and know its contents. The matters stated in it are true of my own knowledge 
except as to those matters which are stated on information and belief, and as to those matters I believe them to be true. 

I am one of the attorneys for__—.— --—.— , - - - . - - -- - 

a party to this action. Such party is absent from the county of aforesaid where such attorneys have their offices, and I make 
this verification for and on behalf of that party for that reason. I have read the foregoing document and know its contents. 
I am informed and believe and on that ground allege that the matters stated in it are true. 

Executed on _. 19 at _California. 


I declare under penalty of penury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct. 


Signature 

ACKNOWLEDGMENT OF RECEIPT OF DOCUMENT 
(other than summons and complaint) 


Received copy of document described as. 


on__—-J 9_ 


PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL 


Signature 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA. COUNTY OF 

I am employed in the county of-- 

I am over the age of 18 and not a parts to the within action: my business address is: 

Suite 1200. Los Angeles. California 90 0 10 


I served the foregoing document described as. 


____—. State of California. 

3550 Wilshire Blvd . 

NOTICE OF APPEAL 


.. _on . __ 

in this action by placing a true copy thereof enclosed in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid in the United 
Stales mail Los Angeles. California___ 


addressed as follows: 

Contos & Bunch 

5855 Topanga Canyon Blvd., Ste. 400 
Woodland Hills, CA 91367 


Q (BY MAIL) I caused such envelope with postage thereon fully prepaid to be placed in the United States mail 
m Los Angeles _ __ California. 


(BY PERSONAL SERVICE) I caused such envelope to be delivered by hand to the offices of the addressee. 


19- 


IU 


California. 


Executed r>n 

(State) I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the above it true and correct. 

(Federal) I declare that I am employed in the office of a member of the bar of this court at whose direction the service was 


tniAirrt 


made. 


nufSAvt • Hifvucp Wig „ 


QjfU ^ 









































6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


) 


) H 


A 284 


JOHN G. PETERSON 
Peterson & Brynan 
8530 Wllshire Blvd., Suite 407 
Beverly Hills, California 90012 
(213) 659-9965 

Attorneys for Plaintiff-Appellant 
CHURCH OP SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 

BARRETT S. LITT 

MICHAEL S. MAGNUSON 

The Law Offices of 

Litt and Stormer 

3550 Wilshire Blvd., Suite 1200 

Los Angeles, California 90010 

(213) 386-4303 

Attorneys for Plaintiff-Appellant 
MARY SUE HUBBARD 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES 


ftLL-e • ihlsy 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY ) 

OF CALIFORNIA, ) 

) 

Plaintiff and Appellant, ) 

) 

v. ) 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 


NO. C420153 

NOTICE TO PREPARE 
REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT, 
NOTICE OF ELECTION TO 
PREPARE APPENDIX, NOTICE 
OF PRIOR APPEAL IN SAME 
PROCEEDING [4(a), 

(b), 5.1(a), 11(b)] 


) 

) 

Defendant and Respondent,) 

) 

MARY SUE HUBBARD, ) 

) 

Intervenor and Apellant. ) 

_ ) 

TO THE CLERK' OF THE ABOVE-ENTITLED COURT: 

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that plaintiff Church of 
Scientology of California and intervenor Mary Sue Hubbard 
desire to present their appeals by way of a reporter's 
transcript and an appellants' or joint appendix as provided by 
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Rules 4 and 5.1, respectively, of the California Rules of 
Court. The clerk is hereby respectfully requested to prepare, 
or cause to be prepared, a complete reporter's transcript of 
the oral proceedings had and taken in connection with the 
various hearings and trial held in Department 57 of the above- 
entitled court including all arguments and pre-trial proceedings 
on motions and motions in limine, opening statements, testimony 
of all witnesses, objections made by counsel, rulings of the 
trial court, portions of depositions that have either been 
received in evidence or offered and rejected, closing argument 
and summation, any and all trial or post-trial evidentiary hear¬ 
ings or motions, and any and all proceedings held in the judge's 
chambers. In addition, appellants request reporter's transcript 
of additional oral proceedings taken in the above-entitled mat¬ 
ter as follows: 


August 3, 1982 


Department 85 

August 24, 1982 


Department 85 

September 24, 1982 


Department 85 

November 10, 1982 


Department 83 

December 8, 1982 


Department 85 

January 12, 1983 


Department 85 

January 18, 1983 


Department 85 

January 19, 1983 


Department 85 

April 26, 1983 


Department 85 

June 1, 1983 


Department 83 

December 22, 1983 


Department 83 

January 12, 1984 


Department 83 
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January 27, 1984 Department 83 

March 21, 1984 Department 83 

March 22, 1984 Department 83 

Notice is further given that appellants elect to prepare 
an appellants or joint appendix in lieu of using a clerk's trans¬ 
cript, pursuant to Rule 5.1 of the California Rules of Court. 

Notice is further given, pursuant to California Rules of 
Court, Rule 11(b), that there is a prior appeal pending in this 
proceeding, notice thereof having been filed June 22, 1984. 
Appellants desire that the same record, including the reporter's 
transcript and the appendix, be used in both appeals. 

Dated: September 4, 1984 Law Offices of 



BARRETT S. LITT 
Attorney for Intervenor- 
Appellant, Mary Sue Hubbard 


PETERSON AND BRYNAN 
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JOHN G7 PETERSON 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Appellant CHURCH OF . 
SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA 
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* JLN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
' SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 

DIVISION THREE 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, and 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Petitioner, 

v. 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, FOR 
THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, 

Respondent. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, ) 

Real Party in j 

Interest. ) 

_ ) 


No. B 005912 

(Super. Ct. No. C 420153) 



TEMPORARY STAY ORDER 


THE COURT: 

In order that this court mmy have the opportunity 
to fully consider the "Eaergency Application for Stay 
Pending Appeal", filed June 22, 1984, and the 
suppleaent thereto, filed June 25, 1984, It is hereby 
ordered that the exhibits received In evidence and 
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# • 

■arked for Identification In U>* *»*•*•» Superior Court 
CMC No. C 420153, entitled Church of CclontolotT of 
California. et el. v. Ceroid Arnatron» . ehell not be 
■ode evalleble for public lnopectlon pending reoolutlon 
of thl* eppllcetlon for relUf. The "Inventory Hot 
and da.crlptlon of naterlala" preaented to the court by 
the attorneye for Gerald Armstrong elao ehall not be 
■ade available to the public at thla tlae. 

Opposition to thla "application" la to be filed on 

or before July 2» 1984. 
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IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA * 
SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 
DIVISION THREE 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF 
CALIFORNIA, and 
MARY SUE HUBBARD, 

Petitioner, 


v. 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, FOR THE 
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, 

Respondent. 


GERALD ARMSTRONG, 

Real Party in Interest 


) No. B 005912 

) 

) (Super. Ct. No. C 420153) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

) ■ wir r •*rat* buy, 

»• * *1 

) JUL 18 1984 

) -- ?•_ Clmk 

) • 

OmhqiCi tat 


) ORDER 




THE COURT: 

The "Energency Application £or Stay Pending Appeal", 
filed June 22, 1984, and the Supplement thereto, filed 
June 25, 1984, have been read and considered. The 
"Response to Emergency Application for Stay Pending 
Appeal" filed by Gerald Armstrong on July 2, 1984, and 
petitioners' reply memorandum thereto, filed July 6, 1984, 
have also been read and considered. The application for a 
stay is denied. 

The Temporary Stay Order, heretofore issued on June 
25, 1934, is hereby vacated. 

& 


EXHIBIT 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN BANK 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA ET AL., 

Petitioners 


V. 

THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, Respondent? 

ARKSTRONG, Real Party in Zntarast 

BIRD, C.J., DID NOT PARTICIPATE• 

Pending final determination of tha petition for hearing 
filed herein, the exhibits received in evidence and marked for 
identification in Los Angeles Superior Court Case No. C 420153, 
entitled Church of Scientology of California v. Armstrong, and 
the "inventory list and description of materials"-presented*to 
the superior court by counsel for Armstrong, shall not be made 
available for public information. 



/C 
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ORDER DENYING HEARING 
AFTER JUDGMENT BY THE COURT OF APPEAL 
2nd District. Division 3. No. B005912 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IX BAKE 


****** COra* 

r i L f7 


U.r- — . "** 

• C.I ., C 4 fi 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA et aL. Petitioners. 


v. 


SUPERIOR COURT OF THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES. Respondent; 
ARMSTRONG, Rest Piny in Interest. 


b::>d, c.j. , did :jot patcicxpats. 




Petition for hearing DENIED without prejudice to 
on onpl lection for relief in connection with any eppeol 
filed or to be filed frora tlte judgnent in Church of 
Scientology v. Armstrong, Lon Angeles County Superior 
Court Ho. C42D1S3. Che tenporory stay issued July 29, 
1984, is hereby vacated. 


I LAtHr.NCt P Ctu. Ctrl ibe Own 

•f iht iue U LiUenn A 1 * Lf»*b* t. 1 * 

Prmiw, w » in* nr» d /*• fW *4 tin M 

ibo«n Ly I * iwvriw «:• 
tViiarw »v *• n£ *Jtf . * u>\l* CV*ri lie 

_d *»* *iifi ti «a i_*.o i,_ 

+,-3$. 

Dvpwty Of it y 


BROUSSARD _ 

Acting Chief Justice 
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—No.. 



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN BANK 


CHURCH OF SCIENTOLOGY OF CALIFORNIA ET AL., 

Petitioners 


v. 


THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, Respondent; 


ARMSTRONG, Real Party in Interest 


(• 


BIRD, C.J., DID HOT PARTICIPATE. 

Pending final determination of the petition for hearing 
filed herein, the exhibits received in evidence and narked for 
identification in Los Angeles Superior Court, Case No. C 420153, 
entitled Church of Scientology of California v. Armstrong, and 
the "inventory list and description of materials” presented to 
the superior court by counsel for Armstrong, shall not be made 
available for-public information. 
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ORDER DENYING HEARING 
AFTER JUDGMENT BY THE COURT OF APPEAL 
2nd District, Division 3, No. B006968 

*■ 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IN BANK •UPR^ME COURT 



SUPERIOR COURT OF THE COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, Respondent; 
ARMSTRONG, Real Party In Interest. 


BIRD, C.J., DID NOT PARTICIPATE. 


Petitioners 1 petition for hearing DENIED. 


I LAURENCE P GILL. Clerk of the Supreme Ourt 
of the State of Celi/oroi*. do herrfry certify th-t t!i; 
preceding to ■ true copy of «r> order <A tins Cour*., a 
shown by the record* c.f my effior 
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DECLARATION OF JOHN G. PETERSON 

fetLMQ : f/yo/fS- 

I, JOHN G. PETERSON, hereby state under the pains and 
penalties of perjury that I have personal knowledge of the 
following: 

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the State 
of California. I am counsel specially admitted in Oregon for 
the Church of Scientology of California in the case of Julie 
Christofferson-Titchbourne v. Church of Scientology of 
California et al., Circuit Court of the County of Multnomah, 
case IA7704-05184 ("Christofferson"). 

2. Gerald Armstrong has been a witness for the plaintiff 
in the Christofferson case. He testified on direct examination 
for two days and on cross examination for over five days. I was 
present during his examination, and am familiar with his 
testimony. 

3. During the course of Mr. Armstrong's testimony, a 
video tape of Mr. Armstrong surreptitiously conspiring with a 
Church of Scientology staff member whom Armstrong believed to be 
an opponent of current Church of Scientology management was 
introduced into evidence and played to the jury. Also several 
documents in Armstrong's own handwriting were introduced into 
evidence. 

This conspiracy came to light through the actions of an 
attorney and private investigator working in a police-sanctioned 
investigation to expose the conspirators. They videotaped with 
sound recording meetings between Armstrong and a Church of 
Scientology staff member posing as a disaffected member of a 
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cell Known as the "Loyalists" working within the Church to 
covertly take over current management. Armstrong made contact 
with a "Loyalist” named "Joey" and explained to the conspirators 
plans for covertly and illegally attacking the Church of 
Scientology and L. Ron Hubbard. Joey and the Loyalists were 
created after the Church learned of Armstrong and Flynn's desire 
to get an inside source within the Church. 

In the course of their contacts, the investigators were 
able to obtain several videotapes of conversations between 
Armstrong and Joey. These tapes were admitted into evidence in 
the Christofferson trial and transcripts of the recordings are 
attached as exhibits to this Declaration. This Declaration also 
includes data taken from written materials passed to the 
Loyalists by Armstrong. The documents referred to here and in 
some cases attached as exhibits were also presented to the 
Christofferson court. 

As these materials are extremely revealing of a major 
conspiracy, I strongly urge the Court to read them completely. 
The transcripts are attached as Exhibits (A) and (B) .• However 
recognizing their length and in the interests of judicial 
economy, I have included highlights from these documents in the 
body of this declaration while enumerating the specifics of the 
conspiracy uncovered: 

A. Attempting to forge documents and plant them in 
church files for the following purposes: 

1) To discredit the Church's evidence implicating 
Flynn in the theft and forgery of a $2,000,000.00 check from the 
/// 
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account of L. Ron Hubbard by means of placing pony documents in 
Church files. 

2) Falsely implicating L. Ron Hubbard and Church 
leaders in non-existent acts against Mr. Flynn. 

GA: That's exactly the sort...the CSW [the name given 
to a form of internal Church of Scientology 
memorandum] is the greatest weapon you guys got. 
You know, the CSW about the situation with the 
Pi's given that someone is in a position that 
they would be doing such a thing. I think, you 
know, how about if I've got a letter that Eugene 
Ingram [a private investigator who has done 
extensive work for the Church of Scientology] 
works for L. Ron Hubard, you know. OK. OK, 
then you say, well let's say you guys have the 
information somewhere that Brackett Denniston of 
the US Attorney's Office felt that this whole 
thing was a set up, and then you say, 'Well we 
can't have that problem. Here's this letter out 
there saying that he works for Hubbard. We can't 
endanger the Source [a coloquial Scientology 
reference to L. Ron Hubbard.] We have to act. 

So, therefore here's my proposal.' And just the 
fact of having that goddamn proposal of some guy 
standing up and saying, 'I've got to defend 
Source,' you've got such incriminating 
information in the CSW, you follow? Even if 

/// 
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they responsed at all, they're acknowledging that 
this is, that's true. 

J: So we put a letter together sayin' that... 

GA: I'm saying a CSW and you keep your copy of the 

CSW. They're goin' to come around hunting; "Where 
the fuck is it? Ah, shit, got rid of it all" ~ 
except you've made it off the property and you've 
got it somewhere. Type it off the property and 
bring it in. Never, there's no problem bringing 
stuff in. Right? You could bring stuff in, and 
maybe you can't sit at your desk and type it. I 
don't know, I don't know the demographics and the 
geographies and anything else in the place, but 
it seems to me that it's a much mere high 
security deal than it was. Am I right? 

J: Yeah, a little difficult, just, in getting things 

typed — typing, you're sitting typing and 
typing things out... 

GA: Exactly... 

J: ...and someone walks in, "What's happening here?" 

What are you going to say? 

GA: But just maybe that sort of stuff can be done, 

issues could be created, stuff can go in. But, I 
mean I'm not really saying create incriminating 
evidence of which there are no facts, you know; 
but just to write about the speculation. 

[Exhibit B, Transcript of video recording, November 9, 1984, 
page 11-12] (Exhibit 3 Copy of CSW) 
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B. Orchestrating a coup within the Church to replace 
those individuals currently in control by getting a group within 
the Church to £ile a lawsuit drafted by Flynn designed to obtain 
a receivership on all properties and assets based on phony 
allegations — with no factual support beyond what would be 
planted in Church files — and having the newly installed junta 
immediately settle all of Flynn's litigation, including Gerry 
Armstrong's $60,000,000.00 claim, handing over to Flynn millions 
of dollars: 

GA: I don't know if it makes sense to you to sort of 
divide up the organization and, uh, go after 
people on that basis. Just so that you know, 
"Shit, we have this group covered," and then 
divide it up structually so that you have all th 
various key points which have to be covered. I 
think that you guys will be able to take over and 
then use operating income to continue the battle. 
And that way you can secure the building, take it 
over, and I think that it's going to take that 
kind of thing.... 

[Transcript of video recording, November 7, 1984, page 11] 

GA: You know, it could just, it could just be done. 
The whole...you know...take...if you guys 
concentrated only on the CSC..on the blue 
building. And divide the damn thing up and just, 
you know, the day that the thing happens. You 
know, the day that you file your complaint, then 

/// 
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just call everyone and say that there's a 
meeting. 

[Transcript of video recording, November 17, 1984 pg. 5) 

GA: Well, there are hundred of lawsuits; that's 

standardly what lawsuits are, you know, a lotta 
times a... lawsuits have that form. It is simply 
a disagreement over who has control of corporate 
funds. That is, that is simply the issue. They 
don't allege that there was any criminal 
misconduct or illegal use of the funds or 
anything. 

M: But this is alleging that there's criminal 

misconduct. 

GA: That's right and the reason for that is because 
with that, if you can get any of those things, 
then, then the court can act immediately to 
freeze the accounts. 

[Transcript of video recording, November 17, 1984 pg. 181 

C. Suborning perjury in order to cover up this 
extensive criminal conspiracy and particularly in order to 
prevent any disclosure of Michael Flynn's involvement. 

J: OK. Any news from Michael? 

GA: No. 

J: Great. I got this this is good. 

GA: By the way. I'll never admit that anything comes 
from Michael, including any complaints which I 
may have drafted. 

J: Why's that? 
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GA: Because that's how I've got to approach it. 
[Transcript of video recording. November 9. 1984. page 7] 

GA: OK. What are our conversations, should it come 
down to it. 

J: What do you mean? 

GA: What do we talk about? You're deposed. You walk 
out there and there's a PI—hands you a paper 
saying. 'You're deposed. Jack. And not only 
that, you're out of the organizaton. And what do 
you say in deposition? 'Well. Armstrong and I 
talked about this and he had a whole bunch of 
ideas about how to infiltrate the communication 
lines and spread turmoil and disaster.' You know 
(laughs) I What are we doing here? That's my 
question, before I tell you my ideas on 
documents. 

GA: So as far as the doc—let me just say—ah— you 
and I get together —we get together because I 
have a goal of global settlement. You have felt 
that the turmoil and the abuses and so on have 
gone on too long. Hence, we get together and 
discuss things. We have not discussed anything 
about a destruction of the tech or that 
Scientology is bad, or anything like that. Are 
we agreed? 

[Transcript 6f video recording, November 9, 1984, page 9-10] 

The video tape evidence and cross examination testimony 
show clearly that Armstrong was working closely in these 


21 

















A SOI 

activities not only with Michael Flynn but also with AUSA 
Brackett Denniston and the FBI and IRS. Indeed he claimed that 
he was a "federal witness" and had been offered access to a 
"safehouse" by the government. 

0. Implementing a bizarre plot to entrap and destroy 
a senior Scientologist by means of sexual seduction and 
blackmail. 

The extremes of illegality to which Armstrong was prepared 
to go in order to carry out this conspiracy is demonstrated by a 
blackmail and extortion scheme called "Long Prong" which 
Armstrong attempted to perpetrate. This was a plan to set up a 
senior Scientologist with a woman in order to upset his 
marriage, degrade his reputation within the Church and blackmail 
his cooperation in Armstrong's scheme to subvert Church of 
Scientology management. (Exhibit E) 

4. The Christofferson trial is expected to end in or 
about ten days. 

5. I am familiar with testimony of Laurel Sullivan, 

Edward Walters and Howard Schomer in the Christofferson and in 
the Armstrong cases. I have reviewed the official transcripts 
of Laurel Sullivan's deposition of May 1976 and her sworn 
declarations. 

6. Looking more closely into testimony of Howard Schomer, 
Laurel Sullivan, and Edward Walters, there is a consistent 
pattern of conflicting testimony under oath. In actual fact, 
what has occurred is testimony from these witnesses changes to 
to fit their current needs or motives. Contrary statements such 
as those contained below warrant that the plaintiffs have.an 
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opportunity to examine them with reference to their previous 
statements. 

Edward Walters' testimony in the Christofferson case is 
perjurious and conflicts with his testimony in the Armstrong 
case upon which this Court was relying for its decision. 

In the Christofferson case, as he did when testifying at 
the Armstrong trial in 1984, Mr. Walters insisted that he was ah 
"intelligence agent" working directly for L. Ron Hubbard and 
Mary Sue Hubbard on the basis that he was recruited by an 
individual who verbally represented himself as working on 
matters for the Hubbards. But then under cross examination, Mr. 
Walters backpeddled and confessed that he never received any 
verbal or written confirmation of this recruitment. During the 
course of his testimony, it became quite clear that he was 
misrepresenting himself as working directly for L. Ron Hubbard. 
This appears to have simply been a false statement made under 
oath. 

Also, under oath in the Christofferson case, Mr. Walters 
testified that throughout his career as a member of the Church 
of Scientology he never believed that he was a member of a 
religious organization. However, as brought out under cross- 
examination, he had testified under oath to the contrary as a 
witness against the Church in other litigation. 

Additionally, in the Christofferson case, Mr. Walters 
testified that he had engaged in covert intelligence activities 
while in the Church. This is also contrary to previous 
testimony where he denied doing any intelligence activities. In 
fact, he admitted in testimony in Christofferson that he had 
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wiretapped conversations of Church executives without their 
knowledge or permission. 

7. Laurel Sullivan also shows a pattern of conflicting 
testimony under oath for many years. For example, in Laurel's 
declaration of 20 August 1984 she states: 

At all times from 1967, to November 21, 

1981, L. Ron Hubbard could and did assume 
direct and complete control over the major 
operations, management and administration of 
the Church of Scientology and organizations 
related directly or indirectly to the 
Church, including the state-named corporate 
entities of the Church such as the Church of 
Scientology of Washington, D.C., and the 
Church of California. 

Yet on 5 May 1976, Sullivan stated in a deposition in 
Florida: 

I do not know his opinions (L. Ron 
Hubbard's) on this suit, or any other suit, 
and I know him to be completely uninvolved 
in that type of thing. As far as he is 
concerned, Scientology can handle their own 
business and affairs and whatever. He 
personally prefers to be in a much more 
creative frame of mind about writing or 
photography or music, and has preferred to 
pretty much stay into the arts since he 
resigned. He has done some exploring, that 
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sort of thing. If people ask him for his 
opinion, he will usually say, 'Go and talk 
to so-and-so' or 'I am sure if you will just 
go into the Church, they will answer your 
questions.' 

8. In the Armstrong case on June 5th, 1984 Howard Schomer 
testified as follows: 

Q. Now did you take, without saying what 

they were at this point, did you take any 
materials when you left ASI? 

A. My own possessions. 

Q. Did you take any internal documents of ASI? 

THE WITNESS [Schomer]: Should I answer that? 

THE COURT: You have got a privilege against self¬ 
incrimination. If you think it might tend to 
incriminate you, you have a right to stand on that. 

THE WITNESS: I'll plead the First Amendment. 

MR. LITT: It's the Fifth Amendment. 

THE WITNESS: I do have something in my safe-deposit 
box back in Boulder, though. 

/// 

/// 

/// 
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On re-direct examination in the Christof£erson trial in 
Oregon, Mr. Schomer was read the above Armstrong trial testimony » 
and asked by Mr. McMurry: (Christofferson’s attorney] 

Q. Now, by your answer, 'I do have something in my 
safety-deposit box back in Boulder, though', did 
you mean to convey that you had documents of the 
Church of Scientology of California or ASI? 

A. I meant to at the time, yes to protect myself. I 
did not, though. 

On re-cross, (in the Christofferson case) Howard Schomer 
was asked regarding his Armstrong testimony: 

Q. Do I understand you to say that when you 

testified in the Armstrong case, in California, 
and you answered that you had some materials in 
your safe-deposit box in the bank in Boulder, 
Colorado, that you fully intended at that time to 
convey by that answer that you had documents of 
the Church of Scientology? 

A. Yes, I did. 

Q. When, if fact, you didn't have any such documents 
ever, say? 

A. That is correct. 

Q. Did you understand that you were under oath in 
that proceeding? 

A. I understood that. 

9. Prior to his testimony in the Armstrong case, Howard 
Schomer tried to extort $200,000 from the Church by demanding 
that the Church pay him $200,000 in exchange for him not 
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testifying in the Armstrong case. In the Christofferson trial 
on April 2, 1985, he testified about this incident as follows: 

Q. Now, did you have a conversation with them after 
that phone call from Michael Flynn in which you 
told them that if the Church of Scientology would 
pay you ten thousand dollars a year for twenty 
years, that you would not testify [in the 
Armstron trial] and would not make trouble for 
the Church, but if they didn't you would? 

A. Not in those exact words, no. 

Q. You give us the words you spoke to them about 
compensation. 

THE WITNESS: I was joking with them and I said if 
they wanted to give me 200 thousand dollars, which 
would be approximately ten thousand dollars or twenty 
thousand dollars per year of my service, that maybe I 
might not testify in the Armstrong case. 

10. Howard Schomer has admitted in the Christofferson case 
in Oregon that he committed perjury in the California Armstrong 
case. He also confessed to attempted extortion of the Church as 
described above. 

11. At the conclusion of Howard Schomer's testimony in the 
Christofferson Case where he admitted to giving false testimony 
in the Armstrong trial, Church counsel requested that the Judge 
allow a copy of the transcript (which has been under a sealing 
/// 
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order) be submitted to the Armstrong trial judge Cor hie 
review. This was granted. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is 
true and correct. Executed this 17th day of April, 1985 at Los 
Angeles, California. 



JOHN G. PETERSON 
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